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That is, 


The antient Hiftory of the Egyptians, 
Carthaginians, Affyrians, Babylonians, 
Medes and Perfians, Macedonians and 
Grecians. By Mr.Rollin, formerly 
Rector of the ‘Oniverfity of Paris, 
Profeffor of Eloquence in the Royal 
College, and Member of the Royal 
Academy of Infcriptions and Belles- 
Lettres. Vol. VI. Printed at Paris, 
for the Widow Stevens. 1733. In 12mo, 


Pages 735. 
The Sequel of Artiéle X. 


















URING the Tranfaétions in fa, related 
in our laft Extraét, Memnon, who had been 
fent by Alexander into Thrace, revolting in that 
Country, and thus drawing Antipater’s Forces 
thither, the Lacedemonians thought this a favou- 
rable Junéture for fhaking off the Macedonian 
Yoke, and engaged almoft all Peloponne/us in their 
Party. Antipater being appriz’d of their Moti- 
ons, haften’d to Greece, with a Refolution of en- 
gaging the Enemy. The Spartan Army confifted 
of but 20,000 Foot, and 2,000 Horfe, commanded 
by King “gis; and Antipater had double the 
Number. After a hot Aétion,.and much Cou- 
rage fhewn on both Sides, the Lacedemonians lott 
the Day, and their King fell in the Battle. This 
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Victory not only ruin’d the Spartan Power, and 
that of their Allies; but deftroy’d all the Hopes 
of thofe, who waited the Iffue of the War, in 
order to declare themfelves. 

Beffus was then in the Province of Baéira, 
where he had taken up the Title of King. Alex- 
ander went in queft of him, with a Refolution of 
punifhing his late execrable Crime. Having fpent 
fome Days in Parthia, and animated his Soldiers 
to the Purfuit, he marched to the Frontiers of 
Hyrcania, where he met with a ready Submiffi- 
on; and his Conquefts were now as numerous as 
the Nations through which he pafs’d. 

While he was on his March, he was met by 
Thaleftris, Queen of the Amazons; after which 
Interview he return’d to Parthia, where he aban- 
don’d himfelf to all manner of Debaucheries, and 
from that time appear’d no more the fame fober, 
generous and compaflionate Prince. This fhame- 
ful Change raifed loud Murmurs in the Macedoni- 
an Court and Army; and obliged the King to re- 
affume the Parfuit of Befus. On his Arrival in 
the Country of the Drazfi, he was alarm’d by a 
Defign form’d againft his Perfon by Dymmnus, a 
difcontented Courtier. The Confpirator had 
communicated the Secret to Nichomachus, who 
difcover’d it to his Brother Cebalinus. The lat- 
ter declared it to Philotas, begging he would ap- 
prize the King of his Danger. Pdilotas not dif- 


| charging his Duty in that Point, Cebalinus \aid 


the whole Affair before Alexander, who immedi- 
ately fent for Dymnus. The Criminal, eafily 
conceiving the Defign of the Meffage, difpatch- 
ed himfelf. Pbilotas had, as he thought, made 
his Peace with his injur’d Prince; but feveral In- 
ftances of his infolent Behaviour and haught 
Speeches, in regard to the Royal Perfon, who 
: M 2 honour’d 
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honour’d him with his Confidence, coming to 
Alexander’s Ear, he held a Council, which advi- 
fed putting Philotas to the Rack, in order to clear 
up the Matter, and difcover his Accomplices. 
He made his Defence before the Army in a ftrong 
and plaufible manner; but his Enemies, who pre- 
fided on that Occafion, were refolved on his 
Death, and by a long Courfe of Tortures forced 
him to own his pretended Guilt, and name feve- 
ral Accomplices; among whom was his Father 
Parmenio. ‘This Confeffion was follow’d the next 
Day by the Exeeution of Philotas, and fome o- 
thers whom he had impeached ; and foon after, 
Parmenio, who then commanded the Forces in 
Media, was ftabb’d by the King’s Order. 
lexander was fenfible that thefe cruel Actions 
had a manifeft Tendency to alienate the Minds of 
his Soldiers, and therefore took care to keep them 
employ’d in the Purfuit of Befus, who had laid 
all the Country wafte as far as Mount Cauca/us. 
Great Numbers of the Macedonians were lott by 
the Inclemency of the Seafon, and for want of 
Provifions; but nothing could deter the Conque- 
ror from proceeding. At his Arrival, feven or 
eight thoufand Baétrians, who till then had ap- 
pear’d ftrongly attached to Beffus, abandon’d him. 
The Parricide pafs’d the River Oxus at the Head 
of his few remaining Troops, burnt all his Boats, 
and retir’d to a {mall Town, with a Defign of 
raifing anew Army; but /exander found means 
to crofs the River with all his Forces. In the 
mean time one of Befzs’s chief Confidents, in 
Conjunction with two of his commanding Off- 
cers, feiz’d him, and brought him to his Enemy ; 
who deliver’d him into the Hands of Oxatres, 
Darius’s Brother. 
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Alexander, having made himfelf Matter of fe- 
veral Towns in the Province of Baéira, built a 
ftrong City on the River Yaxartes, which he 
call’d Alexandria. ‘The King of Scythia, alarm’d 
at this A€tion, fent a numerous Army to demo- 
lifh the Town, and force the Macedonians to quit 
the Place. They had made all neceffary Prepa- 
rations for pafling the River, when an Embafly 
of twenty Scythians arrived, and defired an Au- 
dience of the King; which being granted, the 
Chief of them made a Specch full of Inveétives 
again{t his unbounded Ambition, and left him the 
Choice of having the Scythians for his Friends, 
or Enemies. As foon as the Ambaffadors had left 
the Camp, Alexander’s Forces pafs’d the River, 
and attack’d the Scythians with great Vigor, and 
no lefs Succefs. But, to convince them that he 
was actuated only by a Defire of Glory, he fent 
back all their Prifoners, without demanding any 
Ranfom. 

Having chaftis’d the rebellious Sogdians, and 
left a {mall Body of Troops in their Country, he 
marched to Baétre, where he order’d Beffus -be- 
fore him in the Prefence of his general Officers, 
reproached him with his Perfidy, fentenc’d him 
to lofe his Nofe and Ears, and fent him to Ecba- 
tane, to be executed there. About this time 4- 
lexander receiv’da Reinforcement of above 16,000 
Men from Macedonia and Greece, which enabled 
him to reduce all thofe who had revoited, and 
fuch as might ftop the Progrefs of his Arms. 

Petra Oxiana was now the only Place capable 
of holding out againft the Conqueror. It was 
built on a fteep craggy Rock, in which there was 
but one Paffage cut, and furnifhed with a Garri- 
fon of 30,000 Men, and Provifions for two 
Years. Alexander, to whom nothing feem’d im- 
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poflible, refolved to befiege it; but before he en- 
ter’'d on that Enterprife, he endeavour’d to per- 
fuade the Barbarians to furrender. Jrimazes, 
their Governor, received the Propofal with Dif- 
dain, and ask’d, whether Nature had furnifh’d A- 
lexander with Wings. The King, incens’d at this 
infolent An{wer, drew out 300 young Moun- 
taineers, whom he engaged to climb the Rock, 
and erect a white Flag, as a Signal, when they 
had reached the Top of it. Being arm’d only 
with Swords and Javelins, and provided with Iron 
Wedges and Cramps, they acquitted themfelves 
of the Task, with the Lofs of thirty-two of 
their Number. As foon as Alexander faw the Sig- 
nal, he difpatched a fecond Mefiage to the Bar- 
barians, inviting them to a Capitulation. Arima- 
zes anfwer’d in’Terms more haughty than the 
former; whereupon Cophes, who was entrufted 
with this Negotiation, took him by the Hand, 
led him out of his Cave, fhew’d him the Mace- 
donians lodged over his Head, and with an Air of 
Raillery faid, You fee now that Alexander’s So/di- 
ers have Wings. In the mean time the Trumpets 
founded in the Macedonian Camp, and the whole 
Army fhouted, as if the Victory: was in their 
Hands. ‘The Barbarians, without refle&ting on 
the Smalnefs of the Number of thofe who had 
gain’d the Summit, concluded themfelves loft, 
recalled Copbes, and fent thirty of their chief Men 
to treat with Alexander for their Lives. As that 
Prince wou’d hear of no Compofition, Arimazes, 
accompanied by his Relations, and the prime No- 
bility of the Country, went down to the Ene- 
my’s Camp. Alexander, who was not Mafter of 
his Paffions, order’d them all to be whipp’d, and 
fix’d to Croffes at the Foot of the Rock. The 
Plunder was diftributed among the Inhabitants of 
the 
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the new Towns, built in thofe Parts, and Artaba- 
zes left Governor of Petra, and the whole Pro- 
vince round about. ‘This memorable Event is 
dated A. M. 3676. Before J. C. 328. 

Artabazes growing old, and defiring to be dif- 
charged from his Pott, C/itus, an experienced Of- 
ficer, who had ferved under Philip with great 
Reputation, was named to fucceed him. Before 
he fet out for his Government, he was invited to 
an Entertainment, at which the King having 
drank very freely, was extravagant in his own 
Commendation. Clitus, who was no lefs heated 
with Wine, took occafion to extol the Actions 
of Philip, and prefer them to thofe of his Son. 
He indifcretely carried the Comparifon fo far, was 
fo free in the Defence of Parmenio, and treated 
the King with fo much Infolence, that he kill’d 
him on the Spot. 

After fome judicious Reflexions on the Aétion 
of Alexander, and the Conduét of Clitus, Mr. 
Rollin proceeds to an Account of feveral Expe- 
ditions of the victorious Prince, and his Marriage 
with Roxana. He thought it was now time to 
unfold the Defign, which he had long fince 
form’d, of pafling for a real God, and receiving 
divine Honours. In this View, he gave a fum- 
ptuous Entertainment for the chief of the Mace= 
donian and Grecian Nobility, and the moft confi- 
derable among the Perfiaus, who attended him. 
After he had fate fome time at Table, he retir’d; 
and Cleon expatiated on the great Virtues and Me- 
rit of the King, propofed adoring him as a God, 
declared his Refolution of fetting the Example, 
and prefs’d it as the Duty of all, but particularly 
of thofe, whofe Profeflion engaged them to teach 
Wildom. Callifibenes, a Man of Probity, but a 
Stranger to the Arts and Language of a Court, 
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perceiving the Eyes of the whole Company fix’d 
on him, aflured them that he thought Alexander 
worthy of ajl the Honours which can be given 
to a Mortal, but defired they would confider the 
Difference between the Manner of expreffing the 
Refpeé due to the Gods, and that which is ow- 
ing to Men. The King, who had hidghimfelf 
behind the Hangings, and heard all that had paf- 
fed, entering after the Clofe of that Philofopher’s 
Speech, the Perfians, who had been ufed to wor- 
fhip their Kings, fell down at his Feet, purfuant 
to Cleon’s Inftruétions; and the Liberty which 
Callifihenes had taken, coft him his Life. He 
was unjuftly accufed of being concerned in a Plot 
again{t his Macedonian Majefty, thrown into a 
Dungeon, and expir’d under his Torments. Mr. 
Rollin juftly looks on this Aétion as the moft dif- 
honourable and bafe of Alexander’s whole Life ; 
in which he is join’d by Seneca, who calls it az 
eternal Crime, which no Virtue, no heroic Aétion 
can efface. 

That Prince had before refolved on an Attempt 
on India. The Difcontent and Murmurs which 
his late Conduét had raifed in the Army, obliged 
him to haften his March, and keep his Men in 
Action. After a Digreffion of about eight Pages, 
concerning the Divifion of the Country, the fe- 
veral Claffes of its Inhabitants, and their Manner 
of taking the Elephants, Mr. Rollin reaffumes 
the Hiftory of lexander’s Expedition, which 
was begun towards the Clofe of the Year laft 
fpecified. At his Entrance into India, he was 
met by feveral petty Kings, who put themfelves 
under his Protection. The Conqueror gave them 
a gracious Reception, commanded them to at- 
tend him as Guides, difpatched Epheftion and 
Perdiccas with a Body of Troops to reduce fuch 
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as fhould refufe to obey him, and provide Boats 
for paffing the Jndus; but forefeeing that he fhou’d 
meet with feveral Rivers in his Way, he order’d 
the faid Boats to be built in fuch a manner, that 
they might be taken to pieces, and laid on Wa- 
gons, Thefe Preparations being made, he com- 
manded Craterus to follow him with the Phalanx, 
and marched at the Head of the reft of his Ar- 
my. In his Progrefs he took feveral confiderable 
Towns, which feem’d impregnable; but not 
without frequent Hazard of his Life. In the 
Siege of one of them he receiv’d a Wound in his 
Leg, which forced the following Reflexion from 
him: d/l fwear that I am the Son of Jupiter; but 
this Wound proclaims me a mere Man. | 

On his Arrival at the Jndus, Ompbis, King of 
the Country, met him at the Head of an Army, 
and made him an Offer of his Dominions; but 
Alexander \eft him in quiet Poffeffion of them. 
Abifares, who reigned on the other Side of Ay- 
dafpes, {ent an Embafly to the King of Macedon, 


| with the fame Proffer. Alexander, expecting that 


Porus, terrified at his very Name, would readily 
follow the Example of thofe two Princes, fentc 
him a Meffage, demanding the Payment of Tri- 
bute, and requiring him to meet him on the 
Frontiers of his Kingdom. That Prince promi- 
fed to comply with the latter Demand; but af- 
fured him he would come Sword in Hand. Om- 
phis had made Alexander a Prefent cf 76 Elephants, 
and about this time he receiv’d a Reinforcement 
of 30. The King of Macedon advanced to the 
Banks of Hyda/pes, and found Porus pofted on 
the other Side of the River, ready to difpute his 
Paffage, with 85 Elephants, 300 Chariots, 30,000 
Foot, and between fix and feven thoufand Horfe. 
The River was full of fmall Iflands, to which 
the 
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the Macedonians and Indians {wam, with their 
Arms on their Heads, where they had frequent 
Skirmifhes. Alexander found means to land 
in one of them in the Night, with 6000 Foot, 
and sooo Hoerfe, while Porus was wholly em- 
ploy’d in watching the Motions of Craterus. As 
foon as that King was apprized of this Defcent, 
he fent a Detachment of 2000 Horfe, and 120 
Chariots, each carrying fix Men, under the Con- 
duét of one of his Sons, who was kill’d, and his 
whole Body of Forces defeated. Porus was now 
refolved to come to a decifive Battle. In this 
View he marched towards the Enemy, who had 
now reached the Shore, with the Grofs of his 
Army. After a bloody Battle, fought with great 
Courage on both Sides, the Judiaus were beat, 
and their King wounded. Mr. Rollin has given 
us the Particulars of this A&tion, with his ufual 
Exactnefs. Alexander, full of Veneration for that 
valiant Prince, ask’d him how he would wifh to 
be treated? To which he bravely replied, Like a 
King. The Conqueror, charm’d with his Great- 
nefs of Soul, reinftated him in the Poffeflion of 
his Kingdom, made an Addition of fome other 
Provinces, and ufed him with all pofflible Marks 
of Honour, Efteem and Friendfhip. 

After this Victory, dlexander advanced in Lndia, 
where he took feveral Towns, and then thought 
of marching to the Gauges. This Difpofition 
was far from being agreeable to the Macedonians, 
fome of whom lamented their hard Fate, while 
others plainly declared they would follow their 
King no farther. dlexander endeavour’d to en- 
gage them to purfue their Conquefts; but re- 
ceiv’d no other Reply to his Speech, than a ge- 
neral Murmur, attended with Tears and Sighs, 
till Cenus, one of his Officers, undertook to 
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plead the Caufe of the Army, and beg they might 
be allow’d the Pleafure of returning into their 
own Country. This Motion being feconded by 
feveral others, Alexander was at laft obliged to 
yield to their Remonftrances, and prepare for his 
Departure, toward the End of Oédtober, A. M. 
3678. Before J. C. 326. 

Alexander, who was ftill the fame active Prince, 
conquer’d all he met in his way. The Oxydracé 
and the Mallians had been perpetually engaged in 
War; but being now united by their common 
Intereft, raifed 10,000 Horfe and 80,000 Foot; 
to which they added 900 Chariots. Alexander 
beat the Allies in feveral Battles, took fome of 
their Towns, and then marched to the Capital of 
the Oxydraci. He gave Orders for fcaling that 
City ; and impatient of the leaft Delay, mounted 
the Wall, attended only by two of his Officers. The 
Soldiers, full of Apprehenfion for his Perfon, ha- 
ften’d to his Affiftance ; but their Ladders broke, 
and the King was left alone on the Top of the 
Wall; from whence he leapt among the Enemy, 
and received a dangerous Wound. There ap- 
peaa’d now no Hopes of his furviving this rath 
Aétion, when fome of his chief Officers arriv’d, 
threw themfelves round him, and cover’d him 
from the Artillery of the Enemy. In the mean 
time the Soldiers, who had follow’d them, for- 
cing the Bolts of one of the Gates, the Macedo- 
nians enter’d, took the Place, and put all the In- 
habitants to the Sword. 

After the Cure of his Wound, Alexander em- 
bark’d on the River, and reached’the Ocean in 
nine Months. He had left the Bulk of his Ar- 
my at Patalus; having join’d them, he travell’d 
by Land from that City, As his Way lay thro’ 
a wild uncultivated Country, he loft great N _ 
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bers of his Men by Famine and Sicknefs. This 
Calamity lafted fixty Days; but when he reach’d 
the Confines of Gedrofia, he found great Plenty 
of Provifions; and from thence pats’d through 
Carmania. Nearchus, who had the Command of 
the Fleet, having coafted along from the Mouth 
of the Judus, came into the Perfian Gulf, where 
he landed, and went in queft of Alexander; who 
being inform’d of the Particulars of his Voyage, 
order’d him to fail up Euphrates to Babylon, while 
he continued his March into Perfia, Coming to 
Sufa, he there found all the noble Captives whom 
he had left in that City, married Statira, Dari- 
us’s eldeft Daughter, and was reinforced by 30,000 
young Perfians, all completely arm’d and well 
difciplin’d. 

Alexander, being encamp’d near Opis, on the 
Banks of the Zigris, order’d Proclamation to be 
made, That all the Macedonians, whole Age, 
Wounds or Infirmities had render’d them unfit 
for the Service, had free Leave to return for 
Greece. As they were already difcontented at the 
vilible Preference given to foreign Troops, and 
imagin’d that the Prince defign’d to fix the Seat 
of his Empire in 4fa, their Jealoufy now broke 
out into Rage and Infolence, and the whole Body 
of the Army declared they renounc’d his Service. 
Alexander, without exprefling any Surprife at their 
Behaviour, commanded the Chief of the Mutineers 
to be immediately feiz’d, and thirteen of their 
Number were executed. After a fhort Speech 
to the Malecontents, he went to his Tent, broke 
his Guard, committed the Care of his Perfon to 
a Party of Perfians, and would allow no one to 
{peak to him for fome Days. ‘This Aétion af- 
feéted the Macedonians as fenfibly, as if Sentence 
ef Death had been pronounced againft them. 
They 
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They acknowledged their Fault with all Expref- 
fions of Sorrow and Repentance, and protefted 
they would not quit the Place till they had ob- 
tain’d Pardon. Alexander granted them that Fa- 
vour, and then difmifs’d their Invalids, under the 
Condu& of Craterus, whom he made Governor 
of Macedonia, Theffaly and Thrace in the room of 
Antipater. 

At the Beginning of A. M. 3680. before J. C. 
324, the King arrived at Echatane in Media, 
where he fettled the Affairs of that Kingdom,and 
loft his Favourite Ephe/tion. Having reduced the 
Coffeans, he pafs’d the Tigris, and marched for 
Babylon. When he was within a League and a 
half of that City, he was met by a Deputation 
from the Chaldeans, affuring him that his Life 
would be in great Danger on entering it, and 
prefling him very ftrongly to drop the Defign. 
This Warning from Men of fuch Reputation for 
Aftronomy made a deep Impreffion on his Mind, 
and deterr’d him from proceeding, till the Greci- 
an Philofophers undertook to fhew him the Va- 
nity of all forts of Divination, from the Princi- 
ples of their Mafter thenagoras, and thus remo- 
ved his Scruples. 

At his Arrival he found Ambaffadors from all 
Parts, who were come to congratulate him on 
the Succefs of his Arms. When he had given 
them Audience, and loaded them with rich Pre- 


| fents, he celebrated the Funeral of Epheftion with 


exceeding Magnificence, ere&ted him a ftately 
Monument, of which our Hiftorian gives a cu- 
rious Defcription, and engaged the Priefts of his 
pretended Father to declare the deceafed a Demi- 

God. 
Alexander was now employ’d in forming new 
Projeéts; he propofed to fail round Africa, dif- 
I cover 
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cover all the Nations about the Ca/pian Sea, con- 

uer Arabia, attack Carthage, and make himfelf 
Mafter of the reft of Europe. As he defign’d 
Babylon fhould be the Seat of his Empire, he 
was refolved to furnifh it with all the Convenien- 
cies and Ornaments which it was capable of re- 
ceiving. That City and the adjacent Country 
had fuffer’d much from the Breaches in the Banks 
of Euphrates, at the Head of the Canal call’d 
Pallacopa. Alexander gave proper Orders and Di- 
rections for repairing the faid Breaches, but did 
not live to fee them executed. 

In the midft of all thefe Employments, the 
greateft Part of his Time was fpent in the En- 
joyment of Pleafures, if Gluttony, Rioting and 
Drunkennefs deferve that Appellation. One of 
thefe Debauches threw him into a violent Fever, 
which carried him off in a few Days, in the thir- 
ty-third Year of his Age. After his Death, vio- 
lent Difputes arofe among the Macedonians con- 
cerning the Succeffion. Mr. Rollin referves the 
Account of them for his feventh Volume, not 
yet publifhed, and clofes the fixth with Alex- 
ander’s Charaéter, and fome beautiful and folid 
Reflexions on the Perfians, Grecians and Macedo- 
nians, taken from the great Bifhop of Meaux’s 
Univerfal Hiftory. 


ARTICLE XVIII. 


A Derence of Englith Hiffory againft the 
Mifreprefentation of Mr. de Rapin Thoy- 


ras, 
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ras, in his Hiftory of England. Lon- 
don: Printed for J. Wilford, at the 
Three Flower-de-Luces, behind the Chap- 





1e 
1- ter-Houfe, in St. Paul’s Church-yard. 
. 1734. In8vo. Pages 157. 
a" I’. is no uncommon thing to fee the Indigent 
i. and Weak impofed on, and their Neceffities 
‘id § and Incapacity of judging, contrary to all Rea- 
fon and Equity, made to promote the interefted 
he & Views and politic Defigns of fuch, as would re- 
qe § main in the loweft Rank of Mankind, were there 
nd & 20 fuch things as Want or Folly in the World. 
of & it has been a Queftion among fome, whether the 
" late voluminous Hiftory of Fugland hath not 
‘. § ow'd almoft all its Succefs to fuch Principles. 
o- & Our frequent and loud Complaints of the Want 
ne & of acomplete Hiftory of our own Nation might 
he make any one, who would venture on that Work, 
ot 2nd propofe it to the Public with an Air of Af- 
y- { furance, hope for a favourable Reception; and it 
id & 3S far from impoffible, that a fpecious Pretence of 
jo. | itrict Impartiality may pafs upon great Numbers 
ys | for the thing icfelf. When a Writer fets out 


with telling us, he was well provided with all 
neceffary Materials for the Work, and gives us 
his Word, ina grave and folemn manner, that he 
has made a proper Ufe of them, a good-natur’d 
and undefigning Reader is eafily drawn in to be- 
lieve him, and receive the Prefent with Eager- 
nefs and Gratitude. 

We will not pretend to determine whether, or 
how far this is the Cafe of the Hiftory under Ex- 
amination, but proceed to acquaint our Readers 
with the Sentiments and Obfervations of the Au- 
thor 
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thor of the Defence, fc. who ventures to affirm, 
that Mr. de Rapin Thoyras * neither could have 
* told us Truth, if he would; nor would have 
“¢ told it, if he could; and that this appears from 
“¢ his Incapacity, and his induftrious Mifreprefen- 
¢ tatiotis of Facts.” To which it is added, that 
“* it is hard to conceiue a Foreigner fhould, in 
“ fo few Years, be Mafter of the Subjeé on 
*¢ which he writes.” The Compiler, or Com- 
pilers of this Hiftory, had, according to our Au- 
thor, ‘‘ a premeditaaed Defign of difparaging and 
“ vilifying our beft Writers, to make room for 
“¢ certain Schemes, and bringing an Odium on 
“© the moft learned and faithful of our Hiftorians, 
“¢ from Motives of Spite and Pretences of Hear- 
“¢ fay.” A heavy Charge! Let us now fee, from 
fome of the many Inftances here produced, how 
it is f{upported. 

The French Hiftorian, {peaking of the Druids, 
in his Introduction, fays their Authority was al- 
moft abfolute: that no public Affairs were tranf- 
acted without them: that Religion not only af- 
forded them a Pretence to concern themfelves in 
the Government, but even authoriz’d them, as 
they pretended, to intermeddle in private Affairs, 
&Sc. Ce/far and Pliny are quoted for this Account; 
but the Defender is of Opinion, that if the Hi- 
ftorian had been wel! advis’d, he would not have 
quoted at all. From a Paflage in Ce/ar’s fixth | 
Book de Bello Gallico, it appears that the Druids 
were confider’d and honour’d by the Gauls as 
their Priefts and Magiftrates; but the Queftion 
is, whence Mr. Rapin learnt that their acting in 
the Character of Judges was an Ufurpation; the 
contrary of which is evident from the very Words 
of Czfar. 
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The Original Coytraé, fo much talk’d of by 
fome People, is the grand Bafis of the Engli/h 
Conftitution, according to the Hiftorian, whom 
his Antagonift pleafantly terms a Reformer of Hi- 
fory, and imagines the Liberties of the People 
fettled on a furer Foundation from the Concefli- 
ons of our Princes, than from the fuppofed Coz- 
traét; becaufe the former may be feen, but the 
latter is no where to be found. A Grant of King 
Fegfrid, during the Heptarchy, is produced, to 
fhew what was meant by the Confent of the Ba- 
rons. The Donation is fign’d and confirm’d by 
the King: Queen Cynedrid and Ethelhard, an 
Archbifhop, fubfcribe it with a con/enfi, i. e. I 
have confented. The Names of three Bifhops, two 
Abbots, feven Dukes, and one who writes him- 
felf Sighere, the Son of Sighere, appear at the 
bottom of the Inftrument, without any Expref- 
fion of Confent, &?c. This our Author fuppofes 
the Rapiners would call an A& of Parliament for 
the Kingdom of Mercia; but infifts on it, that 
the Confent, here exprels’d, does not comprehend 
a Power of Refufal, but can only imply quitting 
all Claim to the Land fpecified, fo that the Owner 
fhall be fecured from any Moleftation. 

“¢ But Rapin, when he comes to his Reflexions 
“© on the primitive State of the Englifo Church, 
“C has, to ule the Cibberian Phrafe, outdone his 
“© own Outdoings,” fays the Author of the De- 
fence; who accufes him of fetting forth Augu/tine 
and his Labours to great Difadvantage. ‘ He 
“¢ fhews an Inclination to have Matters of Faé 
“¢ denied or extenuated; and, continues the fame 
* Writer, if we may guefs by his reprefenting 
“ things, he wou’d, if a Pagan Saxon, rather 
“© have lain in the Dirt, than been help’d out by 
“¢ a Hand, he had fo great Averfion to fpeak well 
Marcu 1734. N 6 off.” 
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“ of.’ The Hiitorian complains of Corruptions, 
introduced by the /talian Miflionaries; but his 
Corre&tor cannot difcover the Grounds. of fuch 
Complaints. ‘* The moft material Difference, 
“ fays he, was about the Time of keeping Eafer, 
“and fubmitting to. the Pope’s Authority. If 
“ any thing elie had ftood in the way, we fhou’d 
“ not haye feen thofe Miffionaries folliciting the 
“ Britons and Scots to aflift in converting the Sax- 
© ons; nor would the Britons and Scots, in their 
«© Anfwers, have been filent on the Head of No- 
© velty and Corruption.” 

Among other Reflexions on the Converfion of 
the Exglifh, or Anglo-Saxons, Mr. Rapin is pleas’d 
to fay, that ** the Eafe with which it was effeéct- 
“© ed, extremely weakens the Force of the Ar- 
“ oument drawn in Favour of the Chriftian Re- 
“¢ jigion from the Perfecution of the Roman Em- 
&¢ perors.” Here it is asked, ** Whether Chri- 
“¢ ftianity could not be planted without the Blood 
© of Martyrs, by Evidence of Miracles? And if 
“© Chriftianity found an eafier Paflage, on a fe- 
© cond planting in Britain, than at its firft plant- 
“ ing in the Za, mult-we conclude that the Ac- 
6 counts of: that planting in the Fa/ are falfe?” 

The French Hiftorian, who. perhaps makes 
more Remarks than are ufually allow’d a Wri- 
ter of that Clafs, having told us how {fevere- 
ly Edward I. treated the Clergy, for refufing a 
Tax impofed on them, obferves, ** Thus. the 
“. Clergy, when they meet with vigorous Prin- 
“ ces, are as fubmiflive, as they are haughty, 
“6 when they have to deal with thofe who are 
“6. fcrupulous and weak.” Whereupon the Au- 
thor of the Defence, Sc. accufes him of confound- 
ing the Term Clergy, applying it fometimes to the 
‘Pope and his Myrmidons, fometimes to the Monks, 

and 
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and fometimes to the Bifhops and Parochial Priefts ; 
fo. thatthe Faults of each are fix’d on all. Per- 
haps Mr. Rapin is not the only Perfon, who has 
{poken in this. wholefale manner. But the Hitto- 
Klan is not to efcape fo. The pretty Oppofition 
between vigorous, and /crupulous and weak, leads 
our Author to.obferve, that, in Mr. Rapin’s way 
of thinking, the King was vigorous, becaufe he 
plunder’d the Clergy; had he not done that, he 
wou’d: have been weak and /crupulous; which, 
however, are not allow’d to be equivalent Terms. 

“The Comparifon drawn between Richard Il. 
and one whom the Hiftorian calls a King in our 
Days, is quoted at large. The Defender acknow- 
ledges himfelf ata lofs to know which of our 
Princes is meant;in this Comparifon; though he 
has not the fame Difficulty in guefling which of 
them is moft difagreeable in Mr. Rapin’s Eyes. 


-But, fays he, “if I muft guefs, I mutt'be deter- 


“¢ min’d by his Antipathy to Virtue in Kings; 
“¢ the better the Prince was, the more likely to 
“© be made odious by an ill-defigning Hittorian.” 

After fome Reflexions on the:Defeéts, or Non- 
exiftence of the Original Contraéij.occafion’d by 
fome Paflages in the Reign of Hesery IV. our Au- 
thor impeaches Mr. Rapix of an egregious Blun- 


der. Speaking of Heury VIL. be fays:that Prince 


found. his Account in Tranflations of Bifhops,; 
“ the Firft-Pruits, which aceru’d to the King, 
“¢ bemg thus greatly multiplied.” . But his Ad- 
verfary fhews from two feveral Aéts of Parlia- 
ment made under hisSucceffor, that inthat King’s 
Reign, and.till the agth of Henry VALI. the Fivtt- 
Fruits were paid.to the Pope. . 

Mr. Rapin has taken a very mdecent Liberty 
with.an anfortunate Queen. Catharine of Spain 
had denied on Oath, that her Mapriage was con- 
N 2 fummated 
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fummated with Prince Arthur. The Hiftorian 
fays, ** fhe may be juftly fufpeéted of Perjury, for 
“¢ giving her Caufe a better Colour.” His Anta- 
gonift, who is of Opinion that this Reflexion 
muft feem barbarous to difinterefted Judges, un- 
dertakes her Defence; on which Occafion~ he 
does not forget the King’s own Teftimony in her 
Favour, who afterwards look’d on his fecond Mar- 
riage as unlawful. iG 
The fame Hiftorian is very fevere on the Mo- 
nafteries, and charges them with fuch monftrous 
Crimes, “ as are not to be eredited, fays our Au- 
“© thor, without better Proof than he brings.” 
It is fuppofed that their Vifitors were as capable 
of Forgery, as the Religious were of fo general 
a Corruption. Nor is much Dependence-to be 
allow’d even on the Confeffions of thofe unhap- 
py People, on delivering up their Poffeflions. It 
is obferv’d, “* they were afraid to juftify -their 
“ Condué before fuch a fupreme Head of the 
“© Church, as they had to deal with.” It is ima- 
gined that the Deftruction of Hofpitals, not 
chargeable with fuch Immoralities, may fet the 
Defigns of thofe Days in a proper Light; and 
that Reformation of Manners had no Share in it. 
The Form, in which moft of the Surrenders 
were made, being produced from Rapin, is cen- 
fur’d as an Fmpofition on the Sufferers; and it is 
roundly denied that the Monks, Friars, &fc¢. had 
a Power to give up their Lands and Houfes. 
“© They were founded, fays‘the Defender of the 
“ Englifo Hiftory, by thofeé who had the Proper- 
“© ty of them, confirm’d by the Authority of the 
‘¢ State. Thefe were but temporary Poffeffors, 
*¢ without a Right to alienate. Amongft all the 
“ Founders Curfes, denounced againft the Inva- 
“ ders of their Donations, I do not remember 
6 any 
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“ any againft the Betrayers or Refigners of them ; 
“6 fo little was it efteem’din their Power to do it.” 
As. Mr. Rapin has been very violent in his Accu- 
fations of Henry the VIIIth’s Parliament, fome 
Pages are employ’d in an Apology for that Body, 
which was hector’d into a Compliance with that 
Prince’s Paffions, againft their known Inclinati- 
ons and Difpofitions. 

- {Thus far the French Hiftorian is only impeach- 
ed. of Errors, and defign’d Mifreprefentations; 
he. is now to be arraign’d of an indecent Treat- 
ment of the Chriftian Religion. After the Ac- 
count;of the Druids, who are reprefented as 
thrufting themfelyes into an Office, to which 
they;had no Right, €@c. we have this Remark: 
“ The Chriftian Clergy, in this Point, have but 
*¢ too. clearly imitated the antient Druids.” In 
Return to this it is ask’d, ** If the Druids had 
“¢ really been guilty. of, Prieftcraft, is Chriftiani- 
“¢ ty founded on Paganifm? Are we to learn from 
“© hence, that there can be no Priefthood with- 
*¢ out Ufurpation?” The Terms here ufed are fo 
general, that, as our Author obferves, “ there is 
*¢ no room to excufe even Apoftles, Martyrs, or 
“¢ Confeffors; all are included.” But the grand 
Queftion is, **.Whether it can be proved, that it 
‘¢ was the Principle or Practice of the Clergy in 
“¢ all Ages, and in all Nations, to proftitute the 
* Ufefulnefs. of their Foundation to finifter 
“ Views;” for it is eafily granted, that “a 
*¢ Power in Spirituals has been abufed, and is as 
“¢ liable to be abufed, as any other Power; yet 
“ that is not a Reafon for introducing Anarchy.” 
Upon the whole, it appears to our Author, that 
the Jntroduftion, from which this Reflexion is ta- 
ken, “ was, ftriétly {fpeaking, an Jntroduétion; an 
“* Introduction to the expofing the Chriitian Re- 
| N 3 *¢ ligion, 
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‘¢ ligion, by expofing thofe who are entrufted 
«© with its Powers.” °° ° Paice wey OF 
After cenfuring another ‘Paffage’ in the ‘fame 
Strain, the Defender returns to’ his’ Remarks? on 
Rapin'’s Politics, and finds “him - {till excefively 
fond of dear Original Contraé:' He has ‘told tis; 
in the Reign of Queen Eizzabeth, that * the-Par- 
< jiament of England, copfiftiig of a King ant 
“ two Houfes, which reprefent the whole Nati- 
“* on, obliges every Engilifiinan to:a Submiffion 
“ to its Statutes, for this Reafon, if there were 
“ no other, that every Man is fuppofed to have 
“ given his Confent to fuch Statutes, either’ in 
“¢ his own Perfon, or that of his Reprefentative.” 
Ic is not allow’d that the King is any Part of ‘the 
Parliament which he calls,’ and without ‘which 
he is ftilla King. Neither he nor che Lords are 
Reprefentatives. The Lords fit in their: own 
Right; the Commons aré cleéted by Vertue of 
the King’s Summons, €#¢. but it is here denied, 
that every Man is fuppofed to have chofen thefe, 
and confequently to’ have given Confent to their 
Statutes; becaufe thofe who have a Rightto vore, 
are by much.the fmaller Number. So that, ‘ac- 
cording to the Author of the Defence, our\ Sub- 
miffion is due, becaufe demanded by rhe Laws-ef 
our Country. wD igs “Cia 
Mr, Rapin, treating of the Affairs of Scotland. 
retends to have ftrictly examin’d Buchanan and 
felyil, and from their Authority claims a Right 
to accule’ Camden of indire& Practices, fuch as 
concealing the Truth, and forging Lies, merely 
becaufe he writes like a Gentleman, and does not 
feem willing to expofe Royal Failings farther than 
is neceflarv for fhewing us the Springs of Aétion. 
®ur Author, who efteems Camden a Man of 
Judgment and Iniegrity, engages in his Defence, 
. fhews 
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fhews that Rapin’s Evidence againft him does not 
come up to the Accufation, and declares he fu- 
fpects the whole Charge againft our learned Coun- 
tryman: arifes from that Writer’s not being in- 
chn’d. to curfe the Stuarts. - His ftanding Aver- 
fion to that Family induces him to charge King 
Fames with being acceflary to the Plot for which 
Effex died. The Boldnefs of his Sufpicions, the 
Weaknefs of the Proofs, with which he attempts 
to fupport them, and the many mere Inventions 
hatched with the fame View, give occafion to fe- 
veral, fmart Obfervations ‘on this Part of the Hi- 
{tory. 

Mr. Rapin is more ‘han once accufed of deba- 
fing the Gravity of Hiftory by inferting Table- 
talk and Farce, and juftifying Mankind in their 
Follies and Vices, rather than correéting them by 
the Example of their Predeceffors. He would 
have his hearing both Sides pats for an A& of Im- 
partiality ; but it appears that whenever Kings are 
concern’d, Judgment is given againft them, and 
their Mifcarriages are unjuftly put on the Level 
with thofe of their Subjects. The Author of 
the Defence, Gc. calls this a Piece of Injuftice, 
becaufe the Act of a Body having the Advantage 
of more Heads to judge and deliberate, an Er- 
ror committed by them is lefs pardonable, than 
where one only is concern’d. This Reflexion is 
more particularly applied to the Hiftorian’s Free- 
dom in cenfuring the Conduét of King Charles J. 
which is expofed in feveral Inftances, that make 
the Writer appear a manifeft Republican. 

This Examination concludes with the twelfth 
Year after the Reftoration of Charles II. Mr. 
Rapin is very pofitive of a Defign to render that 
King abfolute, and introduce Popery: this, he 
owns, was barely fufpected, till the Earl of Shaf- 
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tesbury betray’d the King’s Secrets, and. gave ‘the 
Parliament full Proof of it. Now our Author 
can fee no Proof on which this Certainty is found- 
ed, and fuppofes it poffible for a Man to infufe 
Fears and Jealoufies into People’s Heads without 
any real Foundation. That Prince is reprefented 
as fometimes communicating the fame Day at his 
Proteftant and Popifb Chapels, while he. affeé&ed 
to boaft of his Zeal for the reform’d Religion. 
This is call’d a Piece of impudent Scandal; and 
one may venture to affirm it was never heard of 
till the Publication of the Hiftory in queftion. 

In fome following Pages, the Affairs of Sir Ed- 
mondbury Godfrey’s Death, and Oates’s Plot are 
treated of, not much to the Advantage of thofe 
who laid the Odium of them on the King, or 
Perfons executed on thofe Occafions. Mr. Ra- 
pin’s Character of Charles II. is a Compofition 
from Bifhop Burnet and Lord M——. He looks 
on the former as an Enemy, the latter asa Friend; 
and therefore concludes there muft be Truth where 
they agree. The Defender of our Hiftory de- 
fires it may be confider’d, whether both thefe 
Characters are not Satires on the King; and if fo, 
whether any Regard is due to Rapin’s Determi- 
nation, who had never produced them but to 
fuch a Purpofe, as appears from the former Parts 
of his Performance. Burnet is ftiled a famous 
Prelate; but our Critic cannot find that the Hi- 
ftorian has given one Proof of his Fame, as a 
Prelate. He is bold encugh to queftion his 4- 
tachment to the Church, on any other Account 
than receiving its Revenues, and ferving it, with- 
out a View to his own Interefts. 

Thefe are not the only Inveétives to be found 
in thé Piece before us. The whole is written 
with great Warmth; which, tho’ very confiftent 
with 
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> with the Sincerity of the Author’s Heart, and 

r the Goodnefs of his Intentions, is not always the 

; beft Qualification for one who would convince 

3 and perfuade. 
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4 ARTICLE “XIX. 

) Recueil des Mrractres, operés au Tom- 

4 beau de Mr. de Paris, Diacre. Avec les 

Requcetes prefentées 4 Monfieur de Vin- 

ir timille, Archeyéque de Paris, par Mef- 

“ fieurs les Curés de cette Ville; & un Dit 

ie cours Preliminaire fur les Miracles. A 

5 Utrecht, aux dépens de la Campagnice. 

re 

f. That is, 

2 A Colleé&ion of the Miracles wrought at the 

0 Grave of Mr. de Paris, Deacon. Toge- 

ts ther with the Petitions prefented to Mr. 

‘ de Vintimille, 4rchbifhop of Paris, by 

a the Paftors of that City; anda Preliminary 

t- Difcourfe on Miracles, Utrecht: Printed 

‘4 at the Expence of the Company, 1733. In 
12mo. The Preliminary Difcourfe, Pa- 

"4 ges 204. The Colledion, 349. 
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7 HE Public has, had feveral thort Accounts 
of Miracles. wrought, or. fuppofed to be 
wrought, at the Interceflion of Mr. Francis de 
Paris, who died on the firft of May 1727, and 
whofe Body lies in the St. Medard’s Church-yard. 


They have likewife been told; that the Doors of § ‘Rp 
the faid Church-yard’ being ‘fhut by the King’s Bition 
Order, to prevent the great Concourfe of People, § mak 
who reforted thither daily, the:following Pafqui- Band 
nade was fix’d over them: Tas 
ot 3 : thel 

De par le Reig Defenfe 4 Dieu Dor 

‘* De faire Miracles dans ce lieu. met 

OYE thre 

i.e. By the. King’s Command, God jis forbid to do ¥ to 2 
Miracles in this Place. Their Curiofity being-thus § Sut 
raifed, may be fully gratified by the Perufal of the § tha 
Colleétion before-us. The Ser 
It was tran{mitted from Paris to.the Appel- § wal 
lants, who have retit’d to Utrecht, and reprinted pin 
there with a Preliminary Difcourfe, enforcing the § js r 
Neceflity of enquiring into the Miracles in que- | 
ftion; in which nothing is omitted that a zealous per 
Oppofer of the Conftitution could urge on the § the 
Subject. An infinite Difference.is acknowledged § wh 
in this Point between the Miracles of Fe/us Chri, § wit 
and thofe performed at the Grave, or by the Ap- §f ftic 
plication of the Relicks of the deceas’d Deacon. § as 
Our Salvation effentially depends on Fe/us Chrift; F fey 
and it was never poflible for a Man to be juftifi- § pi 
ed without believing in him, and receiving him § of 
as the Mefiah fent by God; whereas, fays our §f the 
Author, one may be faved, without having ever § the 
heard of the Miracles of Mr. de Paris; and if § So 
thofe, who are either unacquainted with them, § wt 
er do not yet know what they are to think of § th, 
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them, are ‘in Poffeffion of the true Religiong are 
inftraéted in the néceffary Truths of it, aud taith- 
fully ‘difcharge its Duties, their Salvation is not 
fuppofed in Danger! for want. of -an Enquiry, 
which was neither neceffary, nor perhaps in their 
Power. wosinG : 

But, according to the Writer of the Differta- 
tion, fome Perfons are under an Obligation of 
making'this Enquiry. Of this Sort are the Lazy 
and Negligent, who are very capable of the 
Tasks‘ Men, who have a confufed Notion, that 
thefe’ Miracles may be of Ufe in relolving their 
Doubts, and engaging them to quit the Senti- 
ments they have already efpoufed; but either 
through Indolence, or Indifference, do not come 
toa Refolution of receiving Satisfa€tion on that 
Subje&t. If we have Reafon to think, fays he, 
that’ God, ‘attefting the Sanctity of one of his 
Servants by Miracles, declares that we need only 
walk-in the fame way, to fecure our eternal Hap- 
pinefs, are we not at Jeaft to examine, whether it 
is really the Voice of God? 

He imagines the Miracles of Mr. de Paris 
perform’d for the Inftruction of the Church. At 
the prefent Jun€ture we are concern’d to know 
what is to be thought of the People branded 
with the Appellation of Fanfenifts. This Que- 
ftion,! we are told, includes feveral others; fuch 
as what Sentiments we are to entertain of Grace, 
feveral Points of Morality, the Hierarchy, and 
Difcipline of the Church in the Adminiftration 
of Sacraments, the Condué& of the Fe/uits and 
the Court of Rome; of feveral Decrees prefs’d by 
the Pope on the whole Church, of reading the 
Scripture, the Stability of Juftice; in fhort, of 
what makes the very Spirit of Chriftianity, which 
the Appellants fuppofe violated by the Bull Uni- 


genitus. 
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genitus. Thefe the Author would have the World 
believe are Queftions, which God decides at the 
Grave of Mr. de Paris. But it may be juitly 
doubted, whether this Affertion can be fupported 
by fair Reafoning; and yet unlefs it be allow’d, 
the Defign of this long Difcourfe is entirely de- 
feated. - Suppofing Miracles performed at. the 
Tomb of St. Cyprian, would it follow that.God 
juftified his Opinion of Rebaptization, or rejeé- 
ing Baptifm conferr’d by all: Heretics as null and 
void? Certainly very few are capable of drawing 
fuch a Confequence. No; all that. could be 
fafely and fairly inferr’d from fuch Miracles wou'd 
be, that God attefted the perfonal Sanétity of the 
deceas’d Bifhop, and the Sincerity of his Inten- 
tions. The primitive Church, when it inferted 
the Names of holy Perfons in their public Offices, 
never thought of canonizing all their Sentiments; 
and it is more than probable, that the Goodnefs 
of the Heart will recommend feveral to the di- 
vine Favour, whofe Underftandings were erro- 
neous. If this be not allow’d, we fhall: not be 
able to juftify beftowing the Appellation of Saint 
on feveral, whom the whole Church efteems fuch, 
who yet differ’d in fome Opinions, and were fin- 
cerely perfuaded they were doing God good Servite, 
when they oppofed one another. Several Inftan- 
~ ces of this Nature might be produced from Ec- 
clefiaftical Hiftory. But let us proceed with our 
Author, and fee how he handles his Subject. 

He obferves, that it is pretended, even by fome 
Catholics, that the Miracles, afcribed to Mr. a 
Paris, are fo evidently falfe, that. it is worth no 
one’s while to examine them In An{wer to this, 
it is affirmed that this Pretence is founded on ve 
ry unjuft Prejudices; thofe of the Incredulous a- 


gaintt Miracles in general, of Proteftants againt 
the 
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Sticklers for the Conffitution againft Mr. de Paris, 
and the Appellants. Each of thefe three Preju- 
dices is allow’d a diftin€& Confideration. 

Some of thofe, here called Jucredulous, confine 
their Belief to the Miracles recorded in Scripture : 
others admit of thofe done in the firft Ages of 
Chriftianity, fuppofing Miracles in Favour of 
Doétrines not neceffary fince the Reception of the 
Gofpel through the whole World; while a third 
Sort will not venture to difpute the Continuation 
of Miracles; but if they do not deny them in 
general, allow of no one in particular. The 

rft of thefe are charged with Injuftice; becaufe 
our Saviour, Mark xvi. 17. promifed his Difci- 
ples fhould work great Miracles, without limiting 
that Power to any Time. The Extent of this 
Commiffion is here fhewn from Ecclefiaftical 
Writers ; and great Numbers of Miracles produ- 
ced on their Authority in feveral Centuries, which 
were perform’d for the Converfion of Infidels, 
the Confufion of Schifmatics, the Confolation of 
the Faithful in Times of Perfecution and Diftrefs, 
or a Declaration of perfonal Sanity. 

Coming down to the XVIIth Century, our 
Author does not forget one that feems more to 
his Purpofe than any already mention’d. It is re- 
lated at large in a Note on the 16th Provincial 
Letter publifh’d in Latin under the Name of Wen- 
drock. Margaret Perier, Niece to the famous 
Mr. Pafcal, who boarded at the Monaftery of 
Port Royal, a Houfe reprefented by fome as a 
Nurfery of Fanfenifm, had been three Years af- 
fli&ted with a Fiftula Lachrymalis, which had eaten 
into the Bone of her Nofe. After much time 
fpent by the ableft Surgeons in attempting the 
Cure, « was refolved to try whether — 
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wou’d ftop the Progrefs of the Fifula. All things 
were ready for the Operation, when on the.24th 
of March, 1656. one of the Thorns, fuppofed 
to have been Part of our Saviour’s Crown, was 
expofed to public Veneration in the Monattery. 
The young Lady, among others, kifs’d the Re- 
lic, and applied her Eye to it. Whereupon, the 
was immediately cured, and not fo much as a Scar 
or Mark could be perceived. ‘The Vicars-Gene- 
ral having taken an Information of this Miracle, 
and attefted it by an Ordinance bearing Date the 
11th of November the fame Year, the Perfecuti- 
on raifed againft Port Royal was abated. _ This is 
follow’d by the fudden Cure of Mrs. de la Foffe a 
the Proceffion of the bleffed Sacrament on Corpus 
Chrifti Day, 1725. and feveral others faid to be 
perform’d by the Miniftry of Appellants at 4m- 
fierdam, Lyons, &fc. in 1727. 

Mr. Roufe, a Prieft of the Diocefe of Reim:, 
died at 4venay in May, the fame Year, with the 
Reputation of uncommon Sanétity. A poor Wo- 
man, who lived half a League off, had been 
twenty-two Years afflicted with a Pally, which 
Perfons of great Skill had judged incurable. _ She 
fets forth, in her Declaration, that fhe had like- 
wife an Epilepfy, a fort of Cancer in her Breatt, 
and a kind of Fiftula in her left Arm, before her 
Cure; which we are here told was effected on 
the eighth of Fuly, during. the Celebration of 
Mafs; and that the Fact was attefted by 32 Pa- 
rifh Priefts in the Neighbourhood, and 62 other 
Perfons, whofe Depofitions are confirm’d and 
fupported by authentic Certificates of Magiftrares, 
Gentlemen, Phyficians, Surgeons, and other Per- 
fons of Diftinétion. 

The Clergymen, who attefted the Truth of 
the Facts, prefented a Petition to the Grand Vi- 
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cars of the Diocefe on the 2th of September fol- 
lowing, defiring the faid Miracle might be ex- 
amin’d according’to the Rules of the Church. 
If we believe our Author, who feems very feri- 
ous, God continued to perform feveral more at 
the Grave of Mr. Rowfe during the Year 1728; 
two of which were attefted by 38 Parith Priefts 
on the eleventh of Auguft; and Mr. Robert, a 
Canon of the Church of Avenai, a Stickler for 
the Conftitution, had been heard to declare to fe- 
veral Perfons, that he knew of above forty per- 
formed in the fame Place. The Ecclefiaftics, laft 
mention’d, proferr’d to lay the Proofs of two of 
them before the Vicars General. ‘Thofe Gentle- 
men anfwer’d the Petition with a Prohibition of 
exercifing their Functions out of their own Pa- 
rifhes: ‘Two Priefts, having attefted one in wri- 
ting, were fufpended and one of them was re- 
quired to give it under his Hand, that a Perfon, 
relieved by the Invocation of Mr. Rouffe, was 
cured before fhe went to 4venay. As this Con- 
duct feems highly unjuftifiable, our Author is of 
Opinion that it will'go a great way toward con- 
firming the Miracles in queftion. 

After fome Reflexions on this Succeffion of Mi- 
racles in all Ages, and the Abfurdity of fuppofing 
fome of them the Impoftures and Forgeries of 
covetous Monks, or defigning Ecclefiaftics, it is 
denied that what haslately appeared can be of that 
Nature. The Miracles perform’d at the Grave of 
Mr. Rouffe cannot, fays this Apologift, owe their 
Exiftence and Credit to Intereft, Superftition, or 
popular Credulity. Men are not eafily impofed 
on in this curious and inquifitive Age ; fo far from 
being the Dreams of ignorant Monks, or Eccle- 
fiaftical Superiors greedy of lording it over the 
Laity, that they are done in Oppofition to the Su- 

perftition 
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perftition of the former, and the Tyranny of the 
latter. Thofe, who allow in general that Mira- 
cles are not ceas’d, and that they may ftill be per- 
form’d, are invited to examine thefe under Con- 
fideration; becaufe, es it is poffible they 
may be falfe, it is not impoffible they may be'true, 
even on their own Principles. 

Our Author, having endeavour’d to remove 
the Prejudices of fuch as are not inclin’d to admit 
of any Miracles, fuppofes a Reply to Proteftants 
in Favour of thofe done in the Romi/o Church 
might not feem very neceflary ; thofe already pro- 
duced having been perform’d in the Bofom of 
that Church, which acknowledges St. Peter’s 
Succeffor the firft Paftor, and his See the Center 
of Union to the Faithful. As thofe, who have 
appeal’d to its fupreme Tribunal, a General Coun- 
cil, are here reckon’d true Members and obedient 
Children of the fame Church, the Miracles per- 
form’d iat the Interceffion of Mr.de Paris are gi- 
ven as done within the Catholic Church. It 
feems fomewhat ftrange, that the Partizans of the 
Bull Unigenitus fhould look on what they call 
Fanfenifis, and the Appellants, as a Sort of Schif- 
matics, and even little better than Calvinifis, and 
yet do not venture to excommunicate them ina 
judicial and canonical manner. But leaving thofe 
Gentlemen to account for their own Condué, let 
us accompany our Author through his Differta- 
tion. 

Undertaking to prove that real Miracles are 
{till done in the Church of Rome, he fingles out a 
Writer of our Nation, whom he is complaifant 
enough to call a Prieft of the uglican Church; 
though the Generality of the Writers of hisCom- 
munion ftile the Englifh Clergy only Minifters. 
Mr. Serces wrote a Treatife of Miracles, which 
was 
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was printed at Amfterdam in 1729. As he 
has urged all the Objeétions ufually brought a- 
gainft thofe of the Romifh Church, it is concei- 
ved that an Anfwer to his Difficulties will bea 
Reply to all that can be alledged on that Head. 

The Englifob Writer affirms, that moft of the 
Miracles publifhed by Roman Catholics, are either 
abfurd, er contradictory: that they are too nu- 
merous, and too much like one another: that fe- 
veral of them are contrary to certain hiftorical 
Faéts, or afcribed to Saints, who never exifted ; 
and that others are not attefted by cotemporary 
Authors. Thefe Obje€tions are anfwer’d in-a 
manner, that fhews our Apologift not much de- 
voted to the romantic Lives of the Saints, and 
the Golden Legend. 

Our Countryman brings in St. Chry/oftom to 
his Affiftance. He tells his Readers, that accord- 
ing to that Father, Miracles were to ceafe, and 
therefore concludes it evident none are done at 
prefent. But as he has not quoted or referr’d to 
any Paflage in his Works, our Author produces 
three, which he imagines Mr. Serces might have 
in View. The firft is taken from his firft Book 
of Compunétion, where he refutes thofe, who ima- 
gin’d themfelves not oblig’d to imitate the Saints, 
under pretence that they wrought Miracles. 
“ This wou’d be a good Reafon, fays the holy 
“ Doétor, if you were order’d to raife the Dead, 
“ open the Eyes of the Blind, cleanfe the Lepers, 
“ fc. But this is not requir’d of you; and 
*¢ though this Gift is not now fo general, we 
“ fhall receive no Prejudice on that Account. In 
© reality, we do not admire the Merit of the 
“ Saints on the account of their Miracles, but 
© for their angelical Lives, which you may imi- 
“ tate.” It is much to be wifhed that thofe, 
MARcH 1734. O who 
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who are fo fond of the Wonderful, and cannot 
bear to hear any Miracles difputed, which they 
have allow’d Credit, without examining the 
Grounds for believing them, wou’d confider this 
excellent Diftinétion, and employ their Time in 
copying the Example of the Saints, rather than 
in publifhing or vindicating fome Narrations, 
which are not tolerably fupported, and which, at 
beft, can only amufe. It feems much, more 
to the purpofe, to examine by what Steps thofe 
holy Perfons arrived to the Happinefs, of which 
they are poffefs’d, than what wonderful things 
are related of them. We read of no Miracles 
pees by the bleffed Virgin, and are expref- 
y affur’d, Fobn x. 41. that Fohn the Baptitt did 
none; and yet no Chriftian will entertain the 
leaft Doubt of their being Saints. 

But, to return to our Author, he obferves that 
all that can be inferr’d from St. Chry/oftom’s W ords 
is, that the Gift of Miracles was not common to 
all Saints, as it was in the apoftolical Age, nora 
neceflary Qualification for arriving at Happinefs. 
But that they were not ceafed in that Saint’s 
Time, appears from his Account of fome per- 
form’d daily at the Tombs of the Martyrs. 

The Englifo Divine, finding St. Auguftin re- 
late a great Number of Miracles done in his Time, 
and fome of them in his own Sight, had no way 
left but that of difputing the Credit of the Evi- 
dence; which he does by afferting, that the Au- 
thority of the great Bifhop of Hippo cannot be 
allow’d any Weight in this Point, even according 
to the Principles of Roman Catholics. Our Au- 
thor looks on this Propofition as a furprizing Pa- 
radox, efpecially as it is advanced by a Member 
of a Church, profeffing a Veneration for Anti- 
quity. We refer our Readers for Satisfaction As 
this 
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this Particular to the French Apologift’s Anfwer, 
in which the Objeétions made by Mr. Le Cleré 
and P. du Moulin are likewife examin’d. 

Mr. Serces ftarts four other Difficulties. Firft, 
he obferves that moft of the Miracles of the Ro« 
mifo Church are introduced for the Support of 
abfurd and contradictory Doétrines, among which 


he names Tranfubftantiation. This our Author 


imagines is no better than arming Fews, Infidels, 
Mabhometans, Socinians and Arians, &Fc. againft 
the Truth of the Chriftian Religion, or fome of 
its chief Myfteries, which they may and do pro- 
nounce abfurd and contradiétory, and then take 
the Liberty of difputing the Miracles of Jefus 
Chrift, urged for enforcing the Belief of them. 
Secondly, The Clergy are not worthy of Credit, 
when they publifh Miracles, becaufe their Intes 
reft is concern’d in fuch Wonders being believ’d. 
This Objeétion is retorted on the Proteftants in 
this manner: ** If we are not to hear thofe, who 
«¢ have an Intereft in advancing fome Faéts, the 
“ Minifters of the Reform’d Communions ought 
“ not to be credited, when they decry the Ro- 
“© mifo Church, her Miracles and Clergy, becaufe 
“ they have a vifible [ntereft in fo doing.” To 
which it is added, that Mo/es had an Intereft in 
being thought infpir’d: the Fews had an [ntereft 
in the fame being believed: Parents, Princes and 
Magiftrates have an Intereft in being obey’d by 
thofe, who are fubject to them; but-it will not 
follow, that therefore no Credit or Obedience is 
due to them refpectively. According to our Au- 
thor, the Miracles, ufher’d in by this Differtati- 
on, cannot be fuppofed done for the Intereft of 
Monks, or of the Majority of the Clergy; if the 
Intereft of fome Perfons is concern’d in their Re- 
ality, the Number of fuch as imagine their Inte- 
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reft engaged in difcrediting them, is much more 
confiderable ; and yet they have not been able to 
compafs their Ends. 

In the third place, Mr. Serces fays that the Mi- 
racles of the Romifb Church are perform’d in fo 
fecret a manner, that there is good Reafon to fu- 
{pect them of Impofture. Here our Author asks, 
whether the Cheat is public or private; if the 
former, no one could be impofed on: if the lat- 
ter, the Objection is made at a venture. He af- 
firms, that there are great Numbers of Miracles, 
where nothing of this fort can reafonably be fu- 
{pected; and that thofe which compofe the pre- 
fent Collection are of that Character. But, laft- 
ly, our Countryman obferves, that the Number 
of Miracles is confiderably decreas’d fince the 
Reformation. In Anfwer to this Objection it is 
faid, that this Decreafe can be of no Service to 
the Reformation, if there have been a fufficient 
Number perform’d for proving the Sanétity of 
the Church, and convicting the Reformers of 
Schifm: that Incredulity has no Right to Mira- 
cles: that none are lefs worthy of that Favour 
than thofe who have renounced the Faith, tranf- 
mitted down through all Ages; and that we do 
not find many perform’d, either for the Conver- 
fion of the Samaritans, in the later Times of the 
Synagogue; or the Conviction of the Eafern 
Chriftians, whom he treats as Schifmatics. 

The Apologift, having thus endeavour’d to re- 
move the Prejudices of Proteftants on this Head, 
undertakes to examine thofe entertain’d by Catho- 
lics againft Mr. de Paris and the Appellants. The 
Conftitutionifts pretend that Mr. de Paris died 
out of the Communion of the Church; there is 
therefore no Neceffity of enquiring whether he 
does Miracles or not: we ought not to enquire 
whether 
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whether we are to believe the Church of Chri/f, 
or one who was fo unhappy as to feparate himfelf 
from her Communion. The Principle, here laid 
down, is admitted. The Church is allow’d an 
Infallibility in all fhe believes and teaches; and 
by the Term Church, our Author means the So- 
ciety of Roman Catholics; but will by no means 
grant this Principleto be 4 applicable to the de- 
ceas’d Deacon; and undertakes to fhew the con- 
trary by a bare Difcuffion of it in its true Senfe. 
In order to form a right Judgment of this 
Matter, he examines the Rules and Direé&ions 
laid down in the Old and New Teftament, on 
the Subjeé& of Miracles; ard begins with that 
famous Text, Deut. xiii. where the Fews are cau- 
tion’d againft liftening to any Prophet, or Dreamer 
of Dreams, though what he foretels comes to 
pafs, if he propofes the Worfhip of ftrange Gods. 
In this Cafe it is plain, that one who invited them 
to Idolatry by Predi€tions or Prodigies, was im 
mediately to be rejected. But then it is fuppos’d, 
that, if fuch Prediétions were made in the Name 
of the God of J/rael, the Prophet was neither to 
be rejeéted without Examination, nor heard with- 
out Enquiry; for it is evident from Deut. xviii. 
20. that fome wou’d prefume to fpeak in the 
Name of God, without the divine Commiffion ; 
but the Event of the Prediction was to direé& the 
Judgments concerning his Miffion, y 21, 22. 
Thefe Paffages being applied to Miracles, with 
the Diftinétion here made, our Author proceeds 
to obferve, that the Obligation of examining 
them takes place, even when they are perform’d 
by Perfons accufed of deftroying the Law. The 
Prophet Jeremy lay under this Afperfion, and was 
treated as an Impoftor by the united Body of falfe 
Prophets at Ferufalem and Babylon. But the F- 
3 vente 
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vent of his Prediétions decided in his Favour, and 
were Jook’d on as fo many Miracles, by which 
God declared for him, to the Confufion of his E- 
nemies. Hence it is concluded, that the Fews, 
far from being allowed to rejeét thofe Miracles, 
on pretence that ‘Feremy was charged with erro- 
neous Sentiments, were obliged to infer from his 
Miracles, that his Doétrine was good and ortho- 
dox. : 

Mr. de Paris’s Apologift ventures to affirm, 
that the unbelieving Fews rejeéted the Miracles of 
Fefus Chrift, by the fame way of reafoning which 
is employ’d at prefent againft thofe of the French 
Deacon deceas’d. Here it is fuppofed, that, be- 
fide their Objections againft his Divinity and Mif- 
fion, they added, that private Perfons were not 
proper Judges in this Cafe, but that the Sanbe- 
drim was appointed to take Cognizance of fuch 
Affairs, and that Ze/us had been condemn’d by 
that Council. As we are now convinced that 
the Fews were mifled by their unhappy Prejudi- 
ces, our Author obferves, they ought to have 
confider’d that our Saviour wrought his Miracles 
in the Name of the God of Abraham, and ac- 
knowledged the Authority of Mo/es, and that of 
the Synagogue: that he praétifed the true Wor- 
fhip, and pray’d in the Temple: that he convert- 
ed Sinners, led a holy Life, and perform’d Won- 
ders. Thefe Confiderations ought to have led 
them to an Enquiry at leaft; for as ‘Ze/us infifted 
chiefly on his Miracles in Juftification of his Do- 
crine and Miffion, they were obliged to fatisfy 
themfelves of their Reality, and examine whe- 
ther they bore the Stamp of the Divinity, or 
not. 

This muft be allow'd excellent Reafoning; but 
i¢ will not be univerfally granted that the fame is 
neceflary 
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neceffary in regard to all modern Miracles, efpe- 
cially thofe in Difpute. Our Author grants in- 
deed, that there is an infinite Difference between 
Fefus Chriff, and any Perfon whatfoever. But 
then he imagines his own Argument receives frefh 
Strength even from this Difference. “ If, fays 
“© he, it was poflible for the Son of God to be 
“° unjuftly accufed and condemn’d; and if there- 
“ fore he was thought unworthy of Attention, 
“¢ after all his Miracles; how much more eafy is 
*¢ it for one of his Servants to be treated in the 
<¢ fame manner ? If theFews were obliged to believe 
“ that he, who was thus rejected, might be the 
“6 Meffiah, as he really was, why may not aSonof 
“ the Church, rejeéted in the fame manner, be a 
“¢ Saint, and his Sanctity be attefted by Miracles.” 

The Apologift all along fuppofes the Faéts true, 
and confequently decifive of the Merits of the 
Caufe, and that in a much eafier way than by a 
laborious Difcuflion of the feveral fr Arti- 
cles. 

Having produced and explain’d fome Cautions 
in the New Teftament againft Impoftors, our 
Author exerts himfelf very ftrenuoufly in fhewing 
that Character is not juitly applicable to Mr. de 
Paris; and concludes his Differtation with pref- 
fing the Examination of his Miracles, which he 
regards as fo many divine Atteftations in Favour 
of the Appellants; fince their Adverfaries will 
not be prevail’d with to examine them, feeming 
apprehenfive of their Reality, and the Force of 
fuch Evidence againft them. 

The Miracles are diftinguith’d into three feve- 
ral Colle€tions. The firft contains4informations 
taken by the Orders of Cardinal de Noailles con- 
cerning the miraculous Cures perform’d on four 
Perfons, and prefented to the prefent Archbifhop 
O 4 of 
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of Paris on the 13th of Auguff, 1731. Thefe 
are accompanied with a Petition, fign’d by twen- 
ty-four Paftors of that City, praying that they 
may be publifh’d in a folemn manner, for the E- 
dification of the Faithful. 

The fecond confifts of thirteen Relations, pre- 
fented to the Archbifhop on the 4th of Ofober, 
1731. with a Petition, fign’d by twenty-two Pa- 
ftors, humbly requefting that Prelate to take 
cognizance of the extraordinary Cures therein re- 
ported, and make a judicial Enquiry into Faéts of 
fuch Importance, and fo well attefted. The In- 
formations in the firft Collection are drawn up in 
the Words of the Perfons relieved by the Inter- 
ceffion of the new Saint, given before proper Of- 
ficers, and confirm’d by feveral other Depofitions. 
Thofe in the fecond are likewife in the Words of 
the feveral Perfons cured; and the Ecclefiaftics, 
who beg for the Examination, declare themfelves 
ready to produce all neceflary Proofs and Attefta- 
tions of the Miracles there related. In the third 
Colle&ion we have a great Number of Declara- 
tions of the fame fort, with Certificates under the 
Hands of eminent Phyficians, Surgeons, and o- 
thers. Our Readers are fenfible that fuch Pieces 
will not admit of an Abftrad, 





ARTICLE XX. 


Critical Nores on the Old Teffament, 
wherein the prefent Hebrew Text ts ex- 
plain’d, and in many Places amended, from 
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the ancient Verfions, more particularly 
from that of the LXXII. Yo which is 
prefixed, A large Introduttion adjufting 
the Authority of the Maforetick Bible, 
and vindicating it from the Objettions of 
Mr. Whifton, and the Author of the 
Grounds and Reafons of the Chriftian 
Religion. By the late learned William 
Wall, D. D. Author of the Hiftory of 
Infant Baptifm. Now firft publifbed from 
his original Manufcript. London: Print- 
ed for C. Davis ix Pater-nofter-Row. In 
8vo. Vol.1. Pages 307, befides an In- 
troduttion of 61. Vol. Xl. 354. 


N our laft the Public had an Account of the 
firft Volume of this Work; we are now to 


{peak of the fecond, and fhall obferve the fame 
| Method in giving firft the Various Readings, and 
| then the Doétor’s Expofition of fome Texts. 


This Volume begins with the Book of P/alms, 


' which our Critic thinks beft tranflated by the 
| Vulgate, and the Verfion in the Engii/h Liturgy. 


PSALMS. 
ii. 12. Ki/s the Son, left be be angry, and you pe- 


: rifo. ere the Septuagint and Vulgate read, re- 
| ceive Inftruttion, left the Lord be angry, and you pe~- 


rifo. This, fays Dr. Wail, is one of the Places, 
where the Authors of the Verfion in the Engli/a 


Liturgy 
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Liturgy have thought fit to depart from the Sep- 
tuagint and Vulgate, who read Receive, or lay hold 
of Infiruétion; which the Commentator looks on 
as a more ufual Phrafe in Scripture, and more ob- 
vioufly underftood. If we might be allow’d the 
Liberty of a Conjecture on the Text before us, 
we fhould propofe another way of rendring the 
Words. The Word 42 tranflated in the English 
Son, fignifies alfo Purity, and is fo render’d by the 
Septuagint and Vulgate, and Cleanne/s by the Engli/h 
Tranflators, P/al. xviii. 24. and Pwd, by an ea- 
fy Metaphor, touch, or embrace, Ezek. iit. 13. fo 
that the Senfe would be good if it run thus: Em- 
brace Purity, left he be angry, &c. 

Xvii. 4. Concerning the Works of Men, by the Words 
of my Lips Ihave kept me fromthe Paths of the Deftroy- 
er. Itisobferved that the Hebrew Scribe has by Mi- 
ftake put my Lips for thy Lips; which is corre&t- 
ed in the Septuagint, Vulgate, and EnglifV Licur- 
gy. It is not eafy to guefs what Copy of the 
Hebrew the Doctor made ufe of. That in Wal- 
ton’s Polyglot has thy Lips; in which it agrees 
with three others now before us. Nor does the 
Blunder, here cenfured, occur in the Exglifb Tran- 
flation of the Bible, printed at London in 1623. 

xviii. 29. By thee I have run through a Troop. 
Thus the Text ftands in the Englifh Bible, tran- 
flated from the Ma/oretical Hebrew. The Vul- 
gate, which follows the Septuagint, has it thus: 
By thee I fhall be deliver’d from Temptation, not 
have been deliver’d, &c. as the Doétor reads by 
Miftake. He tells us weggmecv is wrong tran- 
flated Tentatio; that Word in the Septuagint 
commonly fignifying a Troop of Robbers, and 
acegms a Robber. We fhall not enquire whe- 
ther the Term laft mention’d is frequently ufed 
for any Sort of Robbers indifferently, or — 

ne 
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ned to what we call Pirates. It is certain, how- 
ever, that the Grecians fometimes uled werca7nesoy 
for an Experiment or Trial; and Plutarch, in the 
Life of Pompey, employs it to exprefs a Place 
where Pirates refort, or which is infefted with 
them. The Hebrew Word 1113, here tranflated 
Troop, a Fob xix. 12. 1s render’d by the 
fame Greek Word weegmeev, which in the literal 
Verfion, as it ftands in our Polyglot, is tranflated 
Temptation. 

xxiv. 6. That feek thy Face, O Facob. In the 
| Septuagint and Vulgate it is, who feek the Face of 
the God of Facob: This Reading is preferr’d, and 
fuppofed conformable to the Hebrew, as it ftood 
in the Time of thofe Tranflators; which, by the 
| way, is not much to the Credit of the prefene 
| Hebrew Copies, and is a Conceffion that St. Fe- 
rom made ufe of a better than any now extant. 

xxxiv.¢. Zhey looked on him, and were lighten’d; 
and their Faces were not afbam’d. The Septuagint 
and Vulgate read: Come unto him, and be en- 
lighten’'d; and your Faces fhall not be confounded. 
| Dr. Wall fers it down: Let uot your Faces be con- 
| founded, though both the Greek and Latin have 
) the Verb in the future Tenfe. He is not pleas’d 
to tell us which he prefers; but the Reading in 
| thofe two Verfions feems more natural and clear, 
| there being no preceding Word in the Text to 

which they can refer. 
xcvi. 10. Say among the Heathens, that the Lord 
| reigneth. Dr. Wall {ays the Septuagint and Vul- 
gate read hath reigned. He might have added, fo 
does the Hebrew. There being no proper Prefent 
Tenfe in that Language, it is ufually exprefs’d by 
the Participle; as in P/alm iii. 2. Many are /aying 
to my Soul. Here it is obferved that Fu/tin Mar- 
tyr (in his Dialogue with Zrypho) reads: The “i 
al 
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hath reigned from the Tree, i.e. from the Crofs: 
that Tertullian, St. Auguftin, Arnobius, and a few 
more, cite the Text in this manner: that Fu/tin 
affirms this Paflage had been mutilated by the Fews 
in fome Greek Copiess and that the Roman Pfalter 
reads, Regnavit a ligno Deus. One would ima- 
gine that the Words, here cited, are to be found 
in the Latin Tranflation of the Pfalms; but on a 
ftric&t Enquiry they occur only in the Hymn for 
the Paflion; which begins, Vexilla Regis prode- 
unt; and thus it ftands in other Breviaries befide 
the Roman. 

cxviill. 27. Bind the Sacrifice with Cords, even 
to the Horns of the Altar. This is not allow’d a 
good Verfion, becaufe there was no fuch Cuftom 
as tying the Sacrifice, that was to be kill’d, to 
the Horns of the Altar. The Septuagint and Vui- 
gate have, Inftitute a Feftival with thick Boughs, 
as far as the Horns of the Altar. Certainly there 
is nothing in the Original that will juftify the 
Englifo Tranflators. The Hebrew Word amr here 
render’d Sacrifice, and by Arias Montanus a Lamb, 
fignifies a Feftival, and is thus tranflated Exod. xii. 
14. and nay Thickne/s; fo that the Septuagint and 
Vulgate have kept to the Letter of the Hebrew 
Text; while our Countrymen, by departing from 
it, have made made it little better than Nonfenfe. 


PROVERBS. 


Chap.1. ¥ 7. The Fear of the Lord is the Be- 
ginning of Wifdom. The Septuagint, fays our Cri- 
tic, reads #eyw, which he tranflates the principal 
Point. It may be added that the Vulgate has Prin- 
cipium in this Place, which is capable of the fame 
Conftruction; and that the fame Word in the 
Hebrew which occurs P/falmcxi. ¥ 10. is render’d 
dnitium. Chap. 
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Chap. vi. ¥ 8. Dr. Wail obferves that, after 
the Example of the Ant, the Septuagint propofes 
that of the Bee; and that there are many fuch 
additional Proverbs in the Greek; but cannot de- 
termine, whether they are fo many Omiflions in 
the prefent Hebrew Copies, or Interpolations in 
the Verfions. He thinks, however, that this is 
an Interpolation; though he owns it appears in 
all the Editions of the Septuagint, except that of 
Complutum ; and that it was omitted by the Authors 
of that Tranflation, becaufe they did not find it 
in the Vulgate. The Doétor feems to pay the 
fame Deference to the Latin. 

vy 26. By the means of a whorifo Woman a Man 
is brought to @ Piece of Bread. ‘The Doétor fays 
the Septuagint and Vulgate have, The Price of a 
Whore is as much as of one Loaf. This is, indeed, 
a juft Verfion of the Greek; but the Latin is, 
Pretium enim Scorti vix eft unius Panis; which 
fhould be render’d, For the Price, or Value of @ 
Whore, is hardly that of one Loaf. 

Chap. xvii. ¥ 3. The fining Pot is for Silver, 
and the Furnace for Gold; but the Lord trieth the 
Hearts. Our Critic tranflates the Septuagint thus: 
As Silver and Gold are tried in the Furnace, fo are 
choice Hearts by the Lord. The Words «zw ex- 
Aenru Napdeu meee wverw May be render’d, /o are Hearts 
chofen by the Lord. 








FONAH. 


Chap. iii. ¥ 4. Yet forty Days, and Nineveh 
foall be overthrown. Here the Septuagint reads 
three Days. Thus St. Chry/offom quotes it in one 
of his Homilies. <fu/tin Martyr, in his Dialogue 
with Zrypbho, fays that Fouah had foretold the 
City fhould be deftroy’d on the forty-third Day 


after 
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after his Prediftion. The Doétor is of Opinion 
that the Greck was at firft conformable to the He- 
brew, but that fome Scribe miftook in writing 
this Paffage. If we might be allow’d a Con- 
jecture, we fhould think it not improbable that 
the Number of Days being exprefs’d by a nume- 
ral Letter, the Miftake was eafily made by put- 
ting y, which ftands for three, inftead of 4, 
which ftands for forty. 


ISAIAH. 


Chap. iv. y 5. For on all the Glory fhall be a 
Defence. The Vulgate, which is not mention’d 
here, reads Proteétion, and in the Margin of the 
Englifo Bible we have @ Covering; both which 
come to the fame Senfe. The Hebrew will bear 
another, and feemingly more natural Tranflation. 
As this Chapter is fuppofed to relate to the King- 
dom of Chriff, the Words may be render’d thus: 
The Defence, or Proteétion, fhall be beyond all Glo- 
ry; for the Prepofition by, here render’d on, fig- 
nifies alfo beyond, or exceeding, and is thus tranfla- 
ted Levit. xv. 25. The Septuagint Verfion has, 
ind it (Mount Sion) fhall be cover’d with all Glo- 
vy; but Dr. Wail is pleas’d to tranflate it, dnd 
fhe foall be cover’d with the whole Glory; though 
neither that Verfion, nor the Original, require 
that Emphafis. 

Chap. ix. ¥ 3. Thou haft multiplied the Nati- 
on, and not increafed the Foy; they joy before thee, 
according to the Foy in Harvef, &c. The Doétor 
produces the Greek, which he renders, The Mul- 
titude of People whom thou baft brought in thy Glad- 
nes, they foall joy before thee, &c. -He tells us 
that the Negative in this Sentence feems to difturb 
the Senfe. All will not be of his Opinion; for 

the 
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the Meaning may be, that though the Number 
of Believers fhall be increaied, yet their Faith 
fhall not be fo vigorous, asin the Infancy of Chri- 
ftianity. But Caffalio has made a notable Ditco- 
very; he affures us that the Particle x) is not al- 
ways a Negative, and therefore omits it in his 
Tranflation. That Gentleman may, perhaps, take 
the Liberty of tranflating it otherwife in fome 
Places; but it will not follow that it muft there- 
fore be allow’d no Signification. According to 
the Ma/oretical Do€étors, there are feveral Places 
in which it is put inftead of 19, to him, or it, and 
others where 35 ought to be render’d wot; butno 
one ever pretended the Particle in difpute is inany 
Text to be confider’d as a mere Expletive. In 
Reality this is one of the Paflages where the Ma/- 
fora direéts us to read to him, or to it, inftead of 
not, as moft agreeable to the Context; and thus 
the Senfe will be, Thou haft multiplied the People, 
and increafed its Foy; for there is nothing in the 
Hebrew that anfwers to the Copulative. ‘This 
Reading is authorized by the Chaldee Paraphrafe. 

Chap. xiv. y 21. Nor fill the Face of the World 
| with Cities. This is fpoken of the Babylonians, 
| and as that People never did fill the World with 
Cities, our Critic chufes to follow the Septuagint, 
which has Wars. 

Chap. xxii. ¥ 17. The Lord will farely 
cover thee. In the Septuagint we have, will take 
away thy Robe and thy Crown. The Vulgate, 
will carry you off like a Garment; which, though 
not conformable to the prefent Hebrew Copies, 
makes a full and ftrong Senfe. 

¥ 23. And I will faften him asia Nail in a fare 
Place. According to the Septuagint it is, I will 
make bim a Prince in a firm Place. This feems to 
be the Senfe of the Hebrew Word, ufed metapho- 
rically 
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tically for Strength or Power. It may be imagin’d 
that the Hebrew Scribe wrote 331 inftead of 9n1, 
which fignifies excellent, or preeminent. 

Chap. xxv. ¥ 8. He will fwallow up Death in 
Viétory. Inthe Vulgate it is, He will throw down 
Death for ever. The Septuagint reads, Death, be- 
ing victorious, hath fwallow’d up; which our Cri- 
tic pronounces certainly wrong. He thinks St. 
Paul alludes to this Text, 1 Cor. xv. ¢4. The 
Margin of the Exglifh Bible, however, refers us 
to Hofea xiii. 14. The Doétor is of Opinion at 
laft, that es vm@- tranflated from the Apoftle, iz 
Vittory, ought to have been render’d for ever, 
which he fays is generally the Senfe of that Phrafe 
in the Septuagint. ‘To which it may be added, 
that the Word, ufed in the Original of the Text 
under Examination, frequently fignifies for ever, 
and is fo tranflated here by Arias Montanus. 


FEREMIAH. 


Chap. xiv. ¥ 1. Comcerning the Dearth. The F 
Septuagint and Vulgate read Drought inftead of F 
Dearth, as the Doétor obferves. It is not eafy to 
conceive why the Englifh Tranflators render the 
original Word in this manner, which fignifies a 
Prohibition of Rain, or a Drought, and is fo tran- 
flated Ferem. xvii. 8. 

Chap. xvii. ¥ 17. I will [catter them, as with 
an Eaft Wind. Thus the Text ftands in the Eng- Ff 
lifh Bible. The literal Verfion of the Original is, 
As an Eaft Wind, I will fcatter, or difperfe them. 
The Septuagint reads aveuov xguowva: the Vulgate, 
Ventus urens; neither of which Terms are here 
rightly tranflated, as our Critic renders them, a 
burning, but a blafting, or deftroying Wind; which 
as the Property of that which blows from the 

Eaft. 
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Eaft. It is well known that the Latins join the 
Word Urens even with Cold, to exprefs its Seve- 
rity and pernicious Effects. 


EZEKIEL. 


Chap. ix. ¥ 6. Then they began at the antient 
Men, who were before the Houfe. This Reading 
is agreeable to the Vulgate; but the Septuagint 
Verfion is preferr’d, which has within the Hou/e; 
becaufe God, in the next Verfe, orders them to 
defile the Houfe, i.e. flay them in it. 

Chap. xix. ¥ 1. Yake up a Lamentation for the 
Princes of Ifrael. Here it is obferved, that the 
whole Context is concerning the King; fo that 
the Doétor feems inclined to follow the Septua- 
gint, who reads the Prince. 

Chap. xxi. y 45. And the righteous Men, they 


foall judge them after the manner of Adultereffes. 


The Vulgate is here conformable to the Hebrew. 
In the Septuagint we have Ardres deat, which 
our Critic is pleas’d to tranflate the Fu/tices; but 
with what Authority is not certain. 


DANTE L. 


Chap. iv. ¥ 29. ft the End of twelve Months 
be walked in the Palace of the Kingdom of Babylon. 
As the Greek has »«@, which commonly fignifies 
a Zemple, inftead of Palace, that Verfion reads, ° 
upon the Temple of his Kingdom in Babylon. Dr. 
Wall {appofes the King walked on the Temple of 
Bel, of a valt Height, where he might overlook 
the City. But there feems no great Neceflity of 
this Conjecture. The original Word is fome- 
times render’d Temple, and fometimes Palace; and, 
allowing the Greek Word the fame Extent of Sig 
Marcu 1734. P nification, 
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nificaticn, or fuppofing it ill tranflated from the 
Flebrew, the Engli(b and Vulgate may be juftified. 

Chap. vii. y 25. Until a Time, and Times, 
and the dividing of Time. Here it is obferved that 
the Septuagint and Vulgate have, Time and Times, 
and half a Time. This mutt cert tainly be the true 
Tranflation; and if the Ezglifo Tranflators had 
given us, and a Divifion of Time, it wou'd have 
been juft and intelligrble. 

Chap. ix. ¥ 4 To anoint the moft Holy. 
The Doétor tells us that Arias Montanus renders 
it, Holine/s of Holinveffes; and the Septuagint and 
Vulgate, oly of Holies. Any one, who is con- 
verfant with the facred Text, knows that the He- 
brew Words, thus render’d, do always fignify 
the moft holy Thing, Perfon, or Place ; fo that 
the Exglifh is right “as to the Senfe, though the 
original Phrafe is not here preferv’d, as it is in o- 
ther Places. 

Chap. x. vs 9. And when I heard the Voice of 
his Words, then was I in a deep Sleep on my Face. 
Here Dr. /Vall very we'll obferves that the Pro- 
phet was not afleep; for he heard the Words. 
The Septuagint and Vulgate read, J was in a Con- 
flervnation. “If the Hebrew Word could be tran- 
flated drow/y, or inclined to fleep, the Scnfe would 
be good; but it will not be eafy to find any other 
Text, where it will bear that Signification. 





Expofition of TEx Ts. 
PSALMS. 


xvit. 13. Deliver my Soul from the Wicked, 
which is thy Sword; from Mex, which are thy 
Hand. We are intorm’d that Dr. Hammond finds 
the Septuagint and Vulgate Tranflations unintelli- 
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ie gible in this Place, and thinks the Exglifh thould 
1. be mended. He gives us a'Tranflation, which, if 
Sy the Original will bear it, is better in Dr. Wall's 
At Opinion; viz. Deliver my Soul from the Wicked 
Sy by thy Sword, and by thy Hand, &c. It happens 
ac unluckily that there is no Particle in the Hebrew, 
id which will privilege this Verfion. The English 
Ve feems lefs faulty here than in many other Places. 
The Senfe, according to that Tranflation, will 
Ly. be, that the Wicked are a Sword, or Inftrument 
cS of AffliGtion in the Hand of God for the Punith- 
nd ment, Chattifement, or Trial of his Servants. 
N= The Septuagint and Vulgate have it thus: Deliver, 
le~ or pluck out, my Soul from the Wicked; thy Sword 
ify from the Enemies of thy Hand. Thole, who would 
1aC B vindicate the Yulgate, tell us the Word eripe, pluck 
he ff cut, is to be underftood before thy Sword; and 
O- ff that this is a common Aebrai/m, particularly in 
| the Book of P/alms. 
of xix. ¥ 13. Keep back thy Servant from pre- 
uC. ES (umptuous Sins; let them not have Dominion over 
ro- § me. The Doctor obferves that the Septuagint 
ds. ) and Vulgate have the Word firange in the Plural 
on riniaier without any Subftantive, inftead of 
an- B prefumptuous, and that the LExglifb Tranflators 
uld PB have added Sins, which is not in the Original. 
her} He declares for the Latin and Greek Verfions, and 
} would add the Word Gods, as is done Deut. xxii. 
116. where the Vulgate reads Diis alienis. This, 
i he thinks, is fapported by the Authority of feve- 
| ‘ of the Antients, who underftood this Text 
§ of Idolatry ; and by the Terms great Tranfereffion, 
which they always interpret of that Sin. Dr. 
‘Red, i) Hammond has told the World, that the cea ee 
_thy | Word for firange is fo like that here render’d pre 
inds fumptuaus, that a Scribe might eafily miftake in 
elli- writing it. The Difference lies only between 4 
sible P 2 and 
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and", one of which may eafily be miftaken for 
the other. Some Commentators on the Vulgate 
underftand by alienis, other Mens Sins, of which 
David prays he may not partake. 

xlv. ¥ 6. Zhy Throne, O God, endureth for 
ever, &c. Here it is obferv’d, that to whatever 
King the former Part of this P/alm be underftood 
primarily or literally, it plainly begins in this 
Place to fpeak of the Mefiah: that all the Fewi/h 
Commentators apply it thus, and the Author to 
the Hebrews cites it to this Purpofe, Chap. i. 8. 
The laft Remark is of great Weight for fixing 
this Senfe on the Words of the Pfalmift; for the 
infpir’d Writer is particularly careful to urge fuch 
Texts, as muft amount to Proofs in the Opinion 
of thofe to whom the Epiftle is addrefs’d; and 
therefore it is more than probable, that the Fews 
in his Time underftood thefe Words of the Me/- 
fiah. 

Ixvill. y 29. Becaufe of thy Temple at Ferufa- 
lem, foall Kings bring Prefents to thee. Dr. Wallob- 
ferves that the Word Temple is here and elfewhere 
taken for the Sanctuary, which was in ufe before 
the Temple was built; or that perhaps David 
{poke this prophetically of the future Temple. 
We may add that the Exglifh Tranflation of this 
Verfe is far from exaét. The Particle 2 does in- 
































deed fignify becau/e of in Pfalm xii. 5. but in this F 





Place, as in feveral others, ought to be render’d 
from, as it is in the Septuagint, Vulgate, and by 
Arias Montanus; and as the Senfe evidently re- 
quires. By Pre/ents are here meant Sacrifices, as is 
ufual in Scripture. 


FON AH. 


Chap. iv. ¥ 6. Aud the Lord prepared a Gourd, 
fSc. The Vulgate reads Hederam, Ivy; the Sep- 
tuagint, 
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tuagint, xoroxuse. St. uguftin and others, it 
feems, quarrell’d with St. Yerom for latinizing the 
Hebrew Word, and writing Kikaion, when all 
the Latin Churches had for feveral Years read 
another Word. But, as our Author obferves, no 
Language whatever has diftiné&t Names for all 
Species of Plants. The Englifh Tranflators feem 
to have follow’d the Greek. 


FS ALAA. 


Chap. xix. ¥ 10. And they fhall be broken in 
the Purpofes thereof, all that make Sluices and Ponds 
for Fifa. Dr. Wall tranflates the Septuagint thus: 
And they that work them (the Flax and Linen) 
foall lament; and all that make Beer fhall lament 
and groan in their Minds. He obferves that He- 
rodotus and thefe Tranflators {peak of the Egyp- 
tians as ufing Malt Drink, or a Drink of Water 
and grown Barley. Both they and the Hiftorian 
callit €v§@-; butitdoes not appear from either, or 
from any Lexicographer, that their Barley was 
malted, as our Commentator feems to take for 
granted. Thofe who are fond of the Englifh Ver- 
fion are defir’d to excufe us, if we cannot make 
Senfe of the Paffage, as it ftands here. In the 
Margin we have Foundations inftead of Purpo/fe; 
which does not much mend the matter. Arias 
Montanus renders the Words, Aud his Nets fhall 
be broken, which agrees with what is faid here of 
Fifh. 

Chap. xxiii. ¥ 10. Pa/fs through thy Land as 
a River, O Daughter of Tarfbifh; there is no more 
Strength. 'The Septuagint reads, Till thy Ground ; 
for there come no more Ships from Carthage. The 
Doétor thinks one may conceive the Meaning of 
this laft, that the Merchants ef Tyre having no 
P 3 more 
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more Trade at Sea, fhould turn Husbandmen. 
But how Tyre fhould pafs through Land as a Ri- 
ver, is not, he fays, cafily underftood. There 
feems, however, no great Difhculty to fuppofe 
their Deftruétion and D ifpert tion here fignified by 
Water flowing, and making its way through fe- 
veral Places. Thus the Hlalmift expreffes his 
Weaknels and Affiiction by faying he was pour'd 
out like Water, Pial. xxii. 14. 
















JEREMIAH. 





Chap. ix. 25, 26. J will punifb all them that 
are circumcifed with the uncircumcifed Egypt and 
Judah, and Edom, &c. for all thefe Nations are 
uncircumcifed, &c. As the Septuagint and Vulgate 







read, J will wifit upon all thems that have their Fore- § 






skin circumcifed, upon Egypt, &c. for all thefe Na- 





tions are uncircumcifed, &c. the Doétor fays one 






would conclude from the Engli/h that the Egypti- 





ans, €fc. were uncircumcifed; and from the — 
Greek and Latin Vertions, that they were circum- F 
cifed. But how can thefe Conclufions be made? F 
The Exglifo and other Tranflations import, that f 
God would punifh both the Circumcifed and Un- § 
circumcifed, both the Jews and the Gentiles,who are & 
called in the Scripture Language the Nations ; for § 
neither the Hebrew nor Septuagint will allow the § 
Word in the Text to be render’d the/e Nations, as § 











it is in the Englifh; nor does the Original make 
any mention of the Uncircumcifed in the firft of 






the Verfes here cited. It fays plainly, J will vifit § 






every one who is circumcifed in the Foreskin, and no 






more. However, our Commentator proceeds to ff 
tells us, that the Egyptians, according to the § 






earlieft Account of that People in profane Hitto- 
ty, were circumcifed: that the Edomites ceriain- 


ly 
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ly were at firft, but feem to have left it off; as 
alfo the Arabians i in the Wilderneis, the firft time 
we hear of them. 

Chap. xliv. ¥ 30. Bebold, J will give Pharaob- 
hophra, King of Egypt, into the Hand of his Ene- 
mies. This, as the Doétor obferves, is he whom 
Flerodotus calls Apries, and Eufebius, Vapbres. 
His People, headed by 4ma/is his own Son, re- 
bell’d againft him ; and Nebuchadnezzar ravaged 
the whole Country. 


EZEKIEL. 






Chap. xxiv. ¥ 17. And eat not the Bread of 
Men. The Vulgate, which reads the Bread of 
Mourners, is here preferr’d. Dr. Hammond on 
Matth. ix. 23. fays the Hebrew fignifics fo, .and 
fhould be tranflated thus both in this and the 
twenty-fecond Verfe. Our Commentator fays it 
is certain that makes the better Senfe; and that it 
feems they had fomething like our Bifcuit at Fu- 
nerals. There does not leem any great Neceffity 


_ of this Suppofition; for we read, P/al. cxxvii. 4. 
| of eating the Bread of Sorrows, without i imagining 
| any particular Ceremony in the Cafe. 


Chap. xxvi. ¥ 14. Thou fhalt be built uo more. 


| That is, fays Dr. Wall, not in the fame Place. 


There was a City, named Tyre, of great Strength 
and Riches, in Ages after Nebuchadnezzar, as in 
Alexander’s Time, €8c. 

Chap. xxxviiil. ¥ 2. Set thy Face againft Gog 
and Magog, the Land of Magog, the chief Prince 
of Mefhech and Tubal. Our Commentator pro- 
duces the Opinions of feveral Authors concern- 
ing the Nations here fpecified; but owns, 
with Caffalio, that he tn not underftand the 
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main Drift of this Prophecy. He thinks it re- 
lates to fome Event ftill to come. 

It is now time to clofe this Article, with telling 
our Readers they may find fomething curious and 
entertaining in our Author’s Expofition of the 
Prophecies of Daniel; but we dare not promife 
that either that, or any other, will give them full 
Satisfaction. 


A T 1.4: i: 2a 
Six Differtations. 1. The Teftimonies of Jo- 


sSEPHUS Concerning Jesus CuristT, 


John the Baptifi, and James the Fuft, 


vindicated. 1. The Copy of the Old 
Tefiament, made ufe of by Jofephus, pro- 
ved to be that which was colleéted by Ne- 
hemiah. il. 4 Reply to Dr. Sykes’s 
Defence of his Differtation on the Eclip/e, 
mention’d by Phlegon. IV. The Chrono- 
logy of the Sacred Scriptures, and their 
Predittions confirm’d by Eclipfes, and A- 
fironomical Obfervations. V. Remarks on 
Sir Ifaac Newton’s Ob/ervations upon the 
Prophecies of Daniel and the Apocalypfe. 
VI. A Demonfiration that our Saviour’s 
Minifiry continued at leaft four Years; oc- 
cafion'd by a late Differtation on that Sub- 

; feck. 
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jek. By Wittram Wuatston, M4, 
London: Printed for John Whifton, at 
Mr. Boyle’s Head iv Fleetftreet. 1734. 
In 8vo. Pages 355. 


R. Whifton, who profeffes himfelf no 
Stranger to the Writings of the Antients, 
undertakes in his firft Differtation to prove the 
three Teftimonies of Yo/ephus, mention’d in his 
Title Page, genuine, from fuch original Evidence 
and Citations, as he has met with in the firft XV 
Centuries concerning them. His Authors are 
Fuftin Martyr, Origen, Eufebius, Hegefippus, Ru- 
finus, S. Ferom, Sophronius, LIfdorus, Peleufiota, 
Sozomen, Calliodorus, Epiphanius Scholafticus, the 
Alexandrian Chronicle, the Abbot Anaftafius, Geor- 
gius Syncellus, Freculphus Lexovienfis, Foannes Ma- 
lela, Photius, Macarius, Suidas, Cedrenus, Theo- 
phylaét, Zonaras, Glycas, Ffobhn of Salisbury, Pe- 
ter the Eater, Godfrey of Viterbo, Vincentius Bel- 
Jovacenfis, Nicephorus Calliftus, Hardmannus Sche- 
delius, Platina, and the Abbot Trithemius. 

The firft Quotation, which is from Fu/tin 
Martyr, does not feem much to the prefent Pur- 
pofe, as faying nothing of Ya/ephus, nor contain- 
ing any thing that muft neceffarily be applied to 
that Hiftorian. In his Dialogue with Zrypho the 
Few he fays: You know that he (Jefus) arofe from 
the Dead, and afcended into Heaven, according to 
the Prediftions of the Prophets. 

That Fofepbus had not affirm’d, or related all 
here exprefs’d, appears from his Teftimony con- 
cerning our * Saviour. Take the Teftimony at 

length. 


* Mr. Whiffon is of Opinion,.that Fuftin here alludes to 
this very Teftimony. But where does Fo/fephus mention 
our Lord’s afcending into Heaven? 
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length. “¢ About this Time appear’d Fe/us, a 
€¢ wife Man, if he may be call’d a Man; for he 
*¢ perform’d wonderful Works, and taught fuch 
“¢ as receiv’d the Truth with Joy. He alto gain’d 
“© great Numbers of both Fews and Gentiles. He 
“ was the Chriff. Thole who loved him before, 
“¢ did not ceafe to love him, even after Pilate had 
“ crucified him, on the Accufation of the chief 
“ Men among us; for he appear’d to them alive 
“¢ again the third Day; the divine Prophets ha- 
“¢ ving foretold thefe and innumerable other fur- 
“ prifing things concerning him. The Seé& of 
“ Chriftians, who take their Name from him, is 
& nor extinct at this Day.” 

Mr. Whifton has given us his Tranflations of 
the Teftimonies, and the feveral Authorities urged 
tofupportthem ; but we beg leave to depart from 
his Verfion. No Apology will be neceffary for 
this Liberty to any one, who reads his Books 
from which it appears, that a profound Skill in 
Languages is not that Gentleman’s chief Talent. 

In Oppofition to fuch as pretend the Teftimo- 
ny concerning Chri? muft be {purious, becaufe it 
appears in a Style very different from that of Fo- 
fepbus, our Author inferts Mr. Dauzbaz’s Compa- 
rifon of the Paffage in queftion, with {everal o- 
thers in that Hiftorian’s Works; from which it 
is fhewn, that every Phrafe and Expreffion in 
the Teftimony occurs in “Fofephus’s unque- 
ftion’d Writings. Zanaguil Faber finding the 
difpured Teftimony twice urged by Eu/ebius, ven- 
tur’d to charge that Writer with Forgery 5 but 
this Accufation carries fo little Probability in ity 
that Mr. Daxzbuz, after an accurate Enquiry, at- 
firms, ** He has found the Style of Exu/ebius en- 
* +i ely unlike this Teftimony of Fo/épbus; and 
“¢ that there is {carce one Phrafe in this whole 
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“6 Paflage, which expreffes the genuine, familiar 
“ Language of Eu/ebius.” 

As the Claufes found in Yofepbus, concerning 
Fobn the Baptift, and Fames the Fuff, ave general- 
ly allow’d to be genuine, Mr. Whiffon endeavours 
to make his Advantage of that Conceffion. He 
thinks it next to impoffible that the Hiftorian 
fhould wholiy omit fome Teftimony concerning 
Fefus Chrift. According to him, it is almoift in- 
credible that the fame Author, who gave fuch an 
advantageous Character of ohn the Baptif?, the 
Forerunner of e/us of Nazareth, fhould fay no- 
thing, or nothing honourable of ‘Ze/us himfelf ; 
and that one, who {peaks fo handfomely of Fames 
the Fuft, and that under the very Appellation of 
the Brother of Fefus, who was called Chrift, fhould 
not make honourable mention of Chrif himfelf. 
It is great pity that thefe are but bare Suppofi- 
tions and Probabilities. “fofephus does not fpeak 
of Fobn, as the Forerunner of Chri/f, or even in- 
timate any Connexion between him and the Bap- 
tiff. He calls him a good Man; fpeaks of his 
Preaching and Baptizing ; and tells us that Herod, 
apprehending his Influence over the People, who 
reforted to him in great Crouds, might animate 
them to a Rebellion, order’d him to be executed. 
An Account very different from that given of the 
Matter in the Gofpel. It is farther obfervable, 
that the Hiftorian only terms ames the Brother 
of Fefus, who was called Chrifi; a Phrafe not of 
equal, or fo ftrong Signification, as that ufed in 
the Teftimony concerning Yefus. But of this 
more hereafter. 

This is not faid with a View of invalidating 
the Evidence under Examination; which one 
wou’d think fufficiently fecur’d by its being quo- 
ted through fo many Ages, as belonging to 7o/e- 

phus. 
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phus. For it is not eafy to conceive how Man- 
kind fhould {wallow the Impofture fo eafily ; nor 
is it reafonable to give up the Paflage in difpute 
on mere Surmizes, and bold Conjectures, againft 
fuch a Cloud of Witneffes. 

Mr. Whifton, however, obferves, that when 
Fofephus, {peaking of Fe/us, laid, This was Chrift, 
or the Chrift, he did not mean that he was the 
true Meffiah, or the. Anointed of God; but that 
this Fe/us was thus diftinguifhed from all others 
of that Name; or that this Perfon was ufually 
known by the Appellation of Fefus Chrif. This 
he undertakes to prove by the following Confi- 
derations. 

Though the Fews, and afterwards the Chrifti- 
aus, who were acquainted with the Promife of 
the Mefiah, might eafily have given this Senfe 
to the Expreflions; yet the Greeks and Romans, 
for whofe Ule Yofephus wrote his Antiquities, 
knew nothing of it; they had only heard that 
one Fe/us Chrift, living in Fudea, had founded a 
new and numerous Seét, called Chrifiians. In 
which Senfe alone they could underftand thefe 
Words of the Hiftorian; and in which Senfe a- 
Jone, our Author believes, he defired they fhould 
be underftood. Mr. Whiffon is farther of Opi- 
nion, that Fofephus explains this his Meaning by 
calling James the Brother of Fefus, who was call'd 
Chriff. Again, it was quite befide the Purpofe of 
_ Fofephus to declare himfelf a Chriflian, or a Be- 
liever in Fe/us, as the true Mefiah, fays our Au- 
thor; nor could fuch a Declaration have recom- 
mended him, or his Nation, or his Writings, to 
either the Greeks or Romans. ‘To thefe Obferva- 
tions it is added, that Yo/ephus ufually relates Facts, 
but feldom direétly informs us of his own Opi- 
nion; fo that this Interpretation is moft probable, 
as 
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as it is moft agreeable to that Hiftorian’s Way of 
writing. This feems tobe the univerfal Senfe of 
all the Antients, who, as he tells us, every where 
fuppofe Fo/epbus an unbelieving Few. 

Surely Mr. Whiffon is arguing without an Ad- 
verfary; for who ever imagin’d Fofephus a Chri- 
ftian? All that ever was concluded from this 
Teftimony is, that Ze/us of Nazareth made great 
Numbers of Profelytes by his Doétrine and Mi- 
racles, and confequently was fomewhat more than 
other Men. 

But it is furprizing, that a Gentleman, who 
profeffes fuch a Zeal for the Teftimony before us, 
fhould not obferve that, though Fo/ephus did not 
believe Ze/us to be the true Meffiah, he yet owns 
him to be fomewhat more than a common Foun- 
der of a Sect, when he fays his Miracles, Death, 
Refurrection, and many other things were fore- 
told by the Prophets; nay, @eay apegnzay, the 
divine, or divinely in{pir’d Prophets. 

Our Author thinks, however, and fays he has 
elfewhere prov’d it, that Zo/ephus was, in his own 
Mind and Confcience, a Nazarene, ot Ebionite 
Fewifo Chriftian, i. e. he believed Fe/us of Na2- 
zareth to be the true Mefiah, without acknow- 
ledging him more than Man, and held the Ne- 
ceffity of obferving the Ceremonial Law of M- 
fes. He thinks it moft aftonifhing, that none of 
the Learned, except Galatinus, a converted few, 
fhould find this outs and refers us to his Authen- 
tic Records for farther Satisfaction in this Point. 
We will leave others to determine whether our 
Author is confiftent with himfelf, who takes 
fome Pains to fhew that Jofephus was a Chriflian 
in no Senfe of that Term, but an unconverted, 
unbelieving Few; and in the very next Page will 
have him, upon what he calls good Proof, to be 
a Na- 
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a Nazarene Chriftian®*. But, fince he has fo good 
a Knack at making Difcoveries, and proving 
what no Man ever dreamt of, he would do well 
to convince the World, fomewhat better than 
he has yet done, that he himfelf believes in the 
true Mefiah: that to fuppofe Fe/us Chiff lefs than 
God, is not equally an Error with believing him 
not more than Man; and that the former Opini- 
on has met with lefs Oppofition from the whole 
Catholic Church of Chrift from the Beginning 
of the fourth Century to this Day, than the for 
mer did in the firft Age of Chriftianity, &c. See 
2-55 £5, £7, 58 of this Book. 

Mr. Whifton, in his Examination of antient E- 
vidences in favour of the Teftimony in Debate, is 
pleas’d to tell us, p. 6y. that © fince Photius feems 
“ to fulpeét the Treatife, afcrib’d by fome to Fo- 
°° “ephus, Of the Univer/e, becaufe it {peaks very 
“ high Things of the eternal Generation and Di- 
& vinity of Chriff, this looks very like his Know- 
“© Jedge and Behef of fomewhat really in the 
“¢ fame Fofepbus, which fpake in a lower manner 
“© of him; which could be hardly any other Paf- 
“¢ fage than this Teftimony before us.” It 1s 
ftrange how fome Men are apt to forget them- 
felves. Photius more than fulpeéts the Piece in 
queftion to be the Work of Fofephus, whom he 
fuppofes a Few, and therefore would not have de- 
liver’d himfelf in that manner. He tells us, he 
had found it was compofed by Caius, a Chriftian 
Prieft. Photius’s Words, as tranflated by our 
Author, «re: ** He {peaks of the Divinity of 
“¢ Chriff, who is true God, in a way very like 
“ what we ule, declaring the fame Name of 

“ Chrift 


* Origen, as quoted by our Author, p. 12, 13. feems 
to have pir this matter our of difpute, when he fays 
that ‘* Fofephus did not believe in Fe/us, as the Chrif’’. 
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“ Chriff belongs to him; and writes of his inef- 
“© fable Generation of the Father after fuch a 
‘6 manner, as cannot be blamed.” 

Here now, we fee Photius’s Reafon for doubt- 
ing whether 7o/fephus was the Author of that 
Treatife. The Writer of it fpeaks of the Di- 
vinity of the Son, and his ineffable Generation of 
the Father, in a manner ufed by Chriftians and 
Catholics; fo that Photius’s Doubt implies that 
Fofepbus was neither. It fhou’d be remember’d 
that Photius wrote about the Middle of the ninth 
Century; and confequently that the Divinity of 
the Son was the ftanding Doétrine of the Church 
at that Time at leaft; as is evident from the W ords 
already quoted. 

But ovr Author has found one fingular Argu- 
ment for the Genuinenefs of the Teftimony at- 
tributed to Fofephus, which, he obferves, is ge- 
nerally overlook’d by learned Chriftians. It is 
taken from the Contempt, which all the unbe- 
lieving ‘ews have ever fhewn for that Hiftorian. 
He fuppofes they could have no Reafon for treat- 
| ing him in that manner, but what is grounded on 
the Teftimonies under Confideration, and efpeci- 
ally that concerning Chrift. This, in his Opini- 
| on, is the principal Caufe for their rejecting that 
excellent Writer. Thefe Obfervations are clofed 
with telling us, that, fince the Ufe of Printing, 
the difputed Teftimony is in all the Editions and 
Tranflations of Foafephus: that, fince the Quetti- 
on was ftarted, all the remaiwing Manu(cripts of 
that Author’s Works, and thofe of Eu/ebius har 
ving been carefully examin’d, the faid Teftimony 
has been found in every one of them; and that, 
upon the whole, this Paflage is more evidently 
and undeniably genuine than any other Claufes in 
Tofepbus’s Works now-extant. 


+ Ic 
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It is hoped Mr. Whi/fon will pardon us, if we 
obferve that he has not gone to the bottom of 
this Affair, nor taken any notice of the moft mas, 
terial Objections again{t the Genuinenefs of the 
Teftimony attributed to Fofephus. The Regard 
due to our Readers, obliges us to refer them to 
Bifhop Aluet, Mr. Tillemont, Mr. Dupin, and Mr. 
Houtewille’ s excellent Book call’d Chriftianity de- 
monfirated by Faéis, tor a full Ditcuffion of the 

ueftion. 

The Tendency of the fecond Differtation is to 
prove, that the Copy of the Books of the Old 
Teftament, depedined in Herod’s Temple, and 
uled by o/epbus in his Antiquities, was the fame 
with that moft ancient Collection or Library made 
by Nehemiah in the Reign of Artaxerxes, the Son 
of Xerxes; and was free from the feveral Additi- 
ons and Alterations made in the Copies now ex- 
tant. But, as the Queftion among Chriftians, in 
regard to the facred Books, does not turn on the 
Authority of 7o/ephus; and as it is not certain 


















that he either was in Poffeflion of a better Copy — 
of them than thofe from which the Septuagint 
and Vulgate are tranflated, or has made a faithful F 
Report of what was in his Hands, we will not§ 
detain our Readers with what Mr. Whi(fon callsf 
Arguments in favour of that Copy. We muft,§ 









howev er, be allow’d the Liberty of obferving, 
that the whole has a manifett Tendency to render 
the Text of the Old Teftament very precarious 
at leaft. Ifthe entire Copy, as ufed by Fo/ephus, 
is not now to be feen, it will follow, from: Mr. 
Whiflow’s Principles, that we have no tolerable 
one tree from voluntary Additions, Omiffions, ot 










Diflocations, as is infinuated in his firft Corolla 
ry, p. ttf. But how fhall we recover this in-f 
eftimable Treafure? We are told in the very nexif 
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Page, Corol. 3. ** Jt is incumbent on the learned - 
“* Chriftians, and efpecially on the Bifhops and 
“* Paftors of the Church, to publifh better and 
“* more authentic Editions and Verfions of the 
** Old Teftament, than has hitherto been done.” 
But in what manner is this to be perform’d? 
“ The Text of the Pentateuch is to be given ac- 
“* cording to the Samaritan: that of the reft ac- 
“ cording to the Septuagint; together with the 
** various Readings of Fo/ephus, and the Ma/ore- 
“* tical Hebrew.” 

But is Mr. Whifton in earneft? Does he really 
believe the Samaritan free from Corruptions? Can 
he find no Paflages in it, as it now ftands, which 
favour the {chifmatical Worfhip on Mount Geri- 
zim? It is own’d, p. 84. that Fo/epbus’s Co- 
py was not a little different from even the Sama~ 
ritan and Septuagint, as they appear’d in his Days; 
and the Hiftorian’s Copy of the Pentateuch is {aid 
to be fometimes better than the Samaritan, p. 91, 


§ 92,99. So that it is much to be fear’d, that, 


according to our Author’s Manner of proceeding, 
we fhall never fee a complete and corre& Copy of 
the Old Teftament. But even Fo/ephus takes no 
notice of the Worfhip of the'Golden Calf in 
the Wildernefs, p. 117. though he frequently 
profeffes neither to add to, nor take away from | 
the facred Books. Our Author makes but 
a lame Apology for this Omiflfion; or rather 
feems as fond of making Fo/epbus’s Authority the 
Standard of the Canon of the Old Teftamenr, as 


| he has made the 4poffolical Conftitutions that of 


the New. But the Public mutt judge of the 
Advantages, which would accrue from the long 
and laborious Enquiries about the genuine Copies, 


| Editions, and Readings of the facred Books of 


Marcu 1734. Q. the 


























































































































































































































2.30 The Prefent State of Art. ay, 
the Old Teftament, on which Mr. Whifton, p. 126. 


feems to value himfelf pretty much. 

Phlegon, a Trallian, who tiv’d in the Reign of 
the Emperor drian, relates in his 14th Book, 
that the fourth Year of the cc11 Olympiad, the 
Year of our Saviour’s Paffion, was remarkable for 
one of the greateft Eclipfes of the Sun that was 
ever feen, when the Stars were very vifible at 
Noon-day. 

Mr. Whiffon, with feveral of the Learned, 
look on the Darknefs mention’d by Pdlegon as fu- 
pernatural. In the third Effay, which appears 
under the Title of Appendix I. he takes notice of 
the Refult of three diftiné& accurate Calculations 
from the beft Aftronomical Tables, one made by 
an anonymous Author, a fecond by Mr. Hodg fon, 
and a third by Dr. Halley, all three lately pub- 
lifhed in Dr. Sykes’s Defence; and prefents us with 
feveral Calculations, or Approximations, made 
by the Help of an Inftrument, which he calls the 
Copernicus, for all the four Years of cc Olym- 
piads, for the fourth of ccs, and the firft of ccr, 
in order to fee whether any of them will agree to 
Phlegon’s Defcription, or not. 

In the Courfe of thefe Obfervations, we find 
a confiderable Eclipfe of the Moon on April 3. 
A. D. 33. the very Day on which Fefus of Na- 
zareth was crucified, fays our Aftronomer; who 
tells us that Planet arofe at Feru/alem, juft upon 
Sun fetting, of a red Hue, ina natural Eclipfe of 
fix ‘or feven Digits; which, he adds, was the ve- 
ry fame Day on which we had the fupernaturat 
Ecclipfe of the Sun; fo that in the facted Lan- 
guage, foel ii. 31. The Sun was turn’d into Dark- 
nefs, and the Moon into Blood, on that Day ; for 
it is fuppofed the great and terrible Day of the 
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Lord foretold in the Sequel of the Verfe, is the 
Time of the Deftru&tion of Feru/alem. 

As the Darknefs at our Sayiour’s Crucifixion 
was attended by an Earthquake, and Phlegon men- 
tions both that and the Eclipfe as happening to- 
gether, Mr. Whiffou, finding an Earthquake at 
Nicomedia, Nice, and other Parts of Bithynia, 
mention’d by Eu/ebiys in his Chronicle, in the 
very Days of Phlegon, enquires whether any E- 
clipfe of the Sun at that time correfponds to this 
Earthquake, and anfwers to Phiegon’s Defcription. 
Thefe natural Eclipfes of the Sun are in all 17; 
but it is concluded, that none of them, except 
the fecond, which happen’d in November, A. D. 
29. and on which Kepjer infifts, could poffibly be 
that mention’d by Phlegor. But before our A- 
{tronomer proceeds to the Confideration of it, he 
thinks fit to let us know how many Attempts 
have been made for preventing Phlegon’s Tetti- 
mony from belonging to our Saviour’s Paflion, 
and affording an Ateftation to the Truth of the 
Evangelical Hiftory, which including that of 
Dr. Sykes, he finds amount to ten. y 

The firft was that of the Heathens in the three 
firft Centuries, who allow’d an Eclipfe of the 
Sun at the Paflion; but affirm’d it no more than 
natural, This Pretence was confuted by the Time 
at which it happen’d. The fecond was mace by 
the Author, or Authors of great Part of a Latiz 
Comment on St. Matthew, afcribed to Origen, 
but contradictory to what that Father had twice 
faid on this Qccafion; for there it is fuppofed 
that the Darknefs was only a Collection of thick 
Clouds over Fudea, or perhaps over Ferufalcm 
only, and that the Words, tranflated over the whole 
Earth, meant no more than over the whole Land; 
and thus they are render’d Mark xy. 33. The next 
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Attempts were thofe of Kepler, who intimates, 
that this Darknefs might be a Cloud of Afhes 
brought into Fudea from Mount tua, or Vefu- 
vius. This Mr. Whifton calls a blind and grofsly 
abfurd Intimation; and indeed it feems fingular- 
ly whimfical. The fame great Mathematician 
would fix this Eclipfe to the third Year of the 
Olympiad by reading r inftead of A in Phiegon’s 
Teftimony; as Aftronomy afforded no fuitable 
Eclipfe that Year, he changed his Hypothefis 
twice, left the Year doubtful at laft, and thus 
ftands charged with four feveral Attempts. 

The feventh was that of Xirchius, who after 
feveral unfuccefsful Calculations, dropt the En- 
quiry. The eighth proceeds on a Suppofition, 
that fome natural Eclipfe of the Sun may be found, 
which will coincide with fome Earthquake at 
Nice, and thus fuit Phlegon’s Defcription. The 
ninth is a late Revival of the fecond Hypothe- 
fis, concerning thick Clouds, €#¢. and a ground- 
lefs Emendation, imagining 4 might by Miftake 
be put for A, and thus the Eclipfe will be in the 
firft Year. The laft Attempt is that of Dr. Sykes, 
which is here look’d on as in a manner a new one. 
This drops the City of Nice in Bithynia, and the 
Earthquake there, which Place alone is mention’d 
by Phlegon; and reftrains the Confideration of the 
Eclipfe to Feru/alem, though that City is not fo 
much as named by Phiegon. This Hypothefis, 
however, is efteem’d lefs abfurd than any of the 
other. 

After a Defcription of the Courfe and Circum- 
ftances of the Eclipfe in queftion, Mr. Whifton 
proceeds to his Obfervations. He fays it is ftiil 
pretended, viz. by Dr. Sykes, that no Grecian or 
Roman Author, but Chriftians only, have taken 
any notice of this fupernatural Eclipfe. ‘This is 
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thought a bold Affertion, after the Publication of 
the Teftimonies of 4bgarus, Toparch of Edeffa, 
of Tiberius the Roman Emperor, of the Acts of 
Pilate, or the like original Accounts from the 
Roman Archives, of Thailus and Phlegon, two hea- 
then Chronologifts; which Records Mr. Whi/ton, 
after a thorough Examination, believes to be ge- 
nuine Records of primitive Antiquity; and de- 
clares, that fuch as {till complain thar no Greek or 
Latin Writers mention this Eclipfe, are almoft 
paft his Conviction. {tis fuppofed that the two 
Chronologifts, or their Authors, might not know 
at what time of the Moon this Eclipfe was feen, 
fo that the Paflages out of their Writings are not 
render’d fufpicious by their not taking notice that 
it happen’d at the Full Moon. 

Having made an Enumeration of ten total E- 
clipfes of the Sun, obferved before Phlegon’s Days, 
it is computed that Author might, in the fecond 
Century, have feen above four times as many Ac- 
counts of Eclipfes, earlier than his own Days, 
which will raife the Number to more than forty ; 
and that it is evident there now are, and formerly 
were, in every Period of Eclipfes, or in every 18 
| Years, about eight Eclipfes of the Sun, of lon- 
ger Duration fomewhere, and every way more re- 
markable than that of 4. D. 29, now under Con- 
fideration; which therefore could not be meant 
by Phiegou. — 

It is obferved that Comets not only may, but 
certainly will, in long Periods of Time, fome- 
times caufe Eclipfes of the Sun; for the Truth of 
which Affertion our Author appcals to all skilful 
Aftronomers, particularly to Dr. Halley and Mr. 
Hodg fon. This he fuppofes the Cafe at our Lord’s 
Crucifixion; and thinks the Earthquake, €%c. 
might be occafion’d by fuch 4Cometary Eclip{e ; 
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which he therefore calls a moft providéential oné. 
Having fupported this Hypothefis of Cometary 
Eclipfes by two Conjectures on the fame Phzno- 
mena, as recorded in the Grecian Hiftory, and the 
Eclipfe which was feen before the Death of Aus 
guftus, our Aftronomer comes to confider the Du- 
ration of the Darknefs obferved at our Saviour’s 
Paffion. He does not fuppofe it entire during the 
three Hours; which is contrary to the Nature of 
all Eclipfes; and thus the grand Objection againft 
the Application of Phiegon’s Eclipfe to this Dark- 
nefs is removed. It is farther obférved, that eve- 
ry one of the Characters given us by Phlegon of 
his Eclipfe, agrees exactly with the fupernatural 
Darknefs at Chrift’s Paffion, April 3. 4. D. 33; 
but not one of them with the natural Eclipfe of 
the Sun, mention’d by Kepler, November 24. 
A.D.29. Phiegon’s Eclipfe, by all the real E- 
vidence we have, was in the fourth Year of the 
ccm Olympiad; fo was this Datknefs; whereas 
the German Aftronomer’s Eclipfe happen’d in the 
firft Year of that Olympiad. Pdlegon’s Eclipfe was 
the greateft that ever had been feen in the World, 
which Greatnefs, in total folar Eclipfes, is chief- 
ly feen in the Length of the Duration of total 
Darknefs. The whole Duration of the Dark- 
nefs at the Crucifixion was no lefs than three, if 
not fix Hours; and in Proportion, the total Dark- 
nefs about nine, if not eighteen Minutes. W here- 
as, favs Mr. Whifton, the entire Duration of the 
longeft natural Eclipfes is feldom more than two 
Hours and an half, and their total Darknefs very 
rarely fo much as five Minutes. Pdlegon’s was 
the greateft that ever was known in the World 
before; whereas Kepler is thought the firft Perfon 
that ever infifted on the Eclipfe in 29, which by 
no means comes up to this Character. At Pdiz- 
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gon’s Eclipfe the Day was turn’d into Night, and 
the Stars appear’d; which was true of the long 
Darknefs at our Saviour’s Paffion, but not of the 
Eclipfe here offer’d. Phlegon’s Eclipfe began at 
the fixch Hour of the Day; or Noon; as did the 
Darknefs, April 3. A. D. 333 but Kepler's, ac- 
cording to Dr. Halley’s Computation, began at 
Ferufalém about 317 after 10. Thefe, and other 
Charaéteriftics, are urged as Proofs of Mr. Whi- 
fton’s Hypothefis; for fince no natural Eclipfe 
will anfwer Phiegon’s Defcription, fince there is 
no good Reafon for fufpecting the Date of his 
Eclipfe, and nothing of that Nature happen’d at 
that time, our Author thinks the whole Difficul- 
ty folved by his way of accounting for the mat- 
ter. 

As we have dwelt fo long on this extraordina- 
ry Différtation, and could not give our Readers 
any tolerable Idea of it in lefs Compafs, we mutt 
bes Leave to defer the Account of the three re- 
maining Pieces till our next. Bur, having pre- 
fumed to cenfure Mr. Whifton’s Tranflations from 
the Greek, it may be expected that we fhould let 
the Public fee what Grounds we have for fo do- 
ing; and how we can juttify fuch a Liberty with 
a Gentleman, who omits no Opportunity of af- 
furing the World that he 1s deeply verfed in Chri- 
ftian Antiquity, and would be thought to know 
the Sentiments of Primitive Writers better than 
the Generality of the Learned. In order to give 
fome Satisfaction in this Point, we will here fet 
down two or three of his original Paflages, with 
his Verfions, and venture fome Remarks on his 
Performance. 

Page 12. Arnay mueegsuru Bacpdvov Te me tte Te 
Te toy Sevad Tay Awov, WS xo Toy VeOY xETUTAwONVa, K.T.A. 
is render’d, “* When he hada mind to fet down 
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«© what was the Caufe why the People fuffer’d 
*¢ fuch Miferies, till the very holy Houfe was de- 
*¢ molifhed.” What an odd Appearance is here 
of no lefs than fourteen Monofyllables in the Be- 
ginning of the Claufe! How graceful does the 
Greck Father appear in this ea/y Tranflation ! 
Would he not {peak better Englifh in the follow- 
ing manner? Undertaking to affign the Caufe of fo 
great Calamities which befel the People, and even of 
the Defiruttion of the Temple, &c. But why mutt 
ya@- be tranflated the boly, or very holy Houfe? A 
Man, who affects fo much Plainnefs and Simpli- 
city, fhould not multiply Words without Necef- 
fity, and when he has one in his Power that ex- 
preffes his Author with the leaft Ambiguity. 

In another Quotation from the fame Writer, 
p. 13. he makes him fay, that Fo/epbus teftifies 
that fobn was the BaptifZ. Now as Mr. Whifton, 
againft both Juflice and Truth, has refufed to ac- 
knowledge the proper Divinity of Fefus Chrif, 
becaufe he is not in the Old Teftament, or primitive 
Writers, {tiled God with the Article, and roundly 
afferted he never is {o {tiled ; he, ofall Men onEarth, 
isnot to beallow’d to fay that Fo/epbus call’d him the 
Baptift ; which, according to his way of reafoning, 
is particularly emphatical ; efpecially when there is 
no Article in the Greek. The Words are, leourG- 
eager Te Iwaven, ws Bazjisns Jolephus teffifies of 
John as of a Baptift, or one who baptiz’d. The 
Hiftorian’s own Words are, as tranflated p. 2. 
“¢ Fobn that was call’d the Baptift.” And here it 
may not beimproper to obferve how oddly he has 
render’d the Beginning of the Teftimony itfelf. 
The original Text is concife, and runs thus: Tia 
J Tov Iudeuccov edones oAcdgvar TOY Tu Hewd's segloy um Ses" 
yee ware dryguas TIYVULs, Kore mon leoayys Te ExINgZAs- 


ys ariss. Mr. Whifion gives the Words thus 
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in Englifb: ** Some of the Fews thought that 
*¢ the Deftruétion of Herod’s Army came from 
** God, and that very juftly, as a Punifhment of 
“ what he did againft Zohn that was called the 
“¢ Baptift.” Were again is a plentiful Stock of 
tirefome Monofyllables: the Sentence is unnecef- 
farily and tedioufly long; and it is not eafy to de- 
termine whether the Word j;z//y refers to the 
Thoughts of the ews, or Herod’s Punifhment. 
The true Senfe feems to be this: Some of the Jews 
were of Opinion that Herod’s Army was deftroy’d 
by God; he being very juftly punifbed for the Execu- 
tion of John farnamed the Baptift. We mutt re- 
fer our Readers to the Tranflation of that whole 
Paffage, which they will find all of a piece. 

Sozomen obferves, that Fo/ephus, {peaking of Fe- 
fus, plainly calls him Chrift, Xescyds megavas oyo= 
uate. Mr. Whifton tranflates the Adverb here, 
as he does gavepws, where-ever it occurs, openly. 
The Hiftorian having related-the Particulars of 
that Writer’s Teftimony concludes thus: He /eems 
to me in this Narration almoft to proclaim that 
Chrift is God, in Confideration of bis Works. The 
Greek Words are: Xaz pos cones Taw7e iscpay movers 
Bocv, cvehoyws ret ee20Is, Ocov every Xesov. But 
our Author is pleas’d to omit the mention of the 
Works, in which the whole Strength of the In- 
ference confifls, p. 2. 

Thefe Specimens may ferve to fhew, that fome 
Gentlemen, who deal moft in Greek, and make 
the moft pompous Show with Quotations, are 
not always the moft exact in giving the Englifh 
Reader the true, plain, and natural Senfe of their 
Authors. 
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ARTICLE XXII. 


State of Learning. 






ROM E. 





IG. Ficoront propofes to print an Account of. 
Antient Rome, proved from Coins, engraved 
Stones, Relievos, and all fuch Monuments as are 
to be found; together with an accurate Defcrip- 
tion of the Temples, Baths, Circus’s, Theatres, 
Amphitheatres, Naumachias, Palaces, and other 
public Edifices. In this Book will be inferted an 
Account of the Curiofities of Modern Rome. The 
Work, which is to be put to the Prefs next Fu/y, will 
be one Volume in Quarto; and the whole illuftra- 
ted with a great Number of Copper-Plates, done 
by the beft Hands, feveral of them by thofe two 
great Artifts Pietro Santi Bartoli, and Venturini. 
The Price to Subfcribers three Roman Crowns, 
to others fix. 

















NAPLE 8. 





5; HE two following Pieces, though the 

Ty Works of different Authors, are print- 
ed here in one Volume in 4f0. viz. Autiche Porte 
della citta di Palermo, non piu efiftenti: And Le 
Porta della citta di Palermo, al prefente effiftenti, 
defcritte. The former of thefe was compofed by 
Dr. Gacttano Girardina, who died in Fane 1731. 
His 
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His Life is prefix’d to it. The Latter is written 
by Sig. Mongitore, a Native of Palermo, under the 
Name of Lipario Tiziano, which is what he took 
in the Academy. The Gates, here defcribed, are 
engraved on Copper Plates. 


II. Sig. Nicolas Conte, Dottor of Phyfic, and 
Member of the College in this City, recommends 
the Ufe of cold Water, in a Treatife in 8v0. en» 
tituled: Ague frigide antiquifima Methodus dd 


Praxin iterum vevocata. 


MILAN. 
E have here a printed Table of the fe- 


veral Pieces contain’d in the twenty-third 
Volume of the Collection of Scriptores rerum Itae 
licarum; with the Names of their refpeétive Au- 
thors, vzz. 

1. Laurentii Bonincontrii, Miniantenfis Azna- 
| les; ab anno 1360 atque ad annum 1458. 

2. Joannis Simonettx Hifforia de rebus geftis 
Francifei Sfortize, Mediolanenfium Dacis, ab an- 
NO 1421, u/que ad annum 1466. 

3. Annales Brixiani, Audiore Chriftophero a 
Soldo. 

4. Chronicon Eveubianum, Auéfore Guernerio 
Bernio, ab anno 1450, ufque ad annum 1472. 

y- Diaria Neopolitana, ab anno 1266, u/que 
ad annum 1478. 

6. Joannis Garzonii, Bononienfis de dignitate 
Urbis Bononize Commentarius. 

7. De laudibus familie De Aauria, Aucore fra- 
tre Adam de Montaldo, Ordinis Evemitarum 8. 
Auguftini, Auno 1480. 

8. Petri Cyrnxi, Clerici Alevienfis, Commenta- 
rius de Bello Ferrarienfi, ab anno 1482, ufque ad 
annum 1484. ae This 
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This Volume is dedicated to the Cardinal de 
Fleury, prime Minifter of France. 











PARTS. 


3 HE Widow Maziére has lately publith’d 

an Oéfavo Volume of Treatifes in moral 
Divinity. It contains two; one concerning Law 
and Fuftice, the other on Contraéts. The Author 
has not put his Name to this Book, which is en- 
tituled, Continuatio prelettionum Theologicarum Ho- 
norati Tournellii. 


II. Meffieurs Montulant, Coignard, Guerin, and 
Rollin janior, Bookfellers in this City, have print- 
ed the fifth and fixth Volumes of Hiftoire del E- 
glife Gallicane, dediée a Noffeigneurs du Clergé, 
par le Pere Jacques Longueval, de la Compagnie de 
Jefus. In 4fo. 











LONDON. 


UST imported from Paris by Meffieurs anys 

and Manby, the fifth Edition of Mr. Bayle’s 
Dittionaire Hiftorique €§ Critique, &c. in five Vo- 
lumes, Folio; revifed, Ra a and augmented 
with Critical Remarks, and the Author’s Life, 
written by Monfieur Des Maizeaux. In this E- 
dition the Greek and Latin Texts have been care- 
fully revifed and corrected: feveral Quotations, 
referr’d to in that of 1720, are given at length: 
thofe Articles, which were before mifplaced, ot 
remitted to the End of the fourth Volume, ap- 
pear here in their proper Places: fuch critical Re- 
marks, as had been communicated to the Under- 
takers of this Work, are likewife inferted in 
their right Places, and diftinguifhed from Mr. 
Bayle’s Text by proper Marks. 
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